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Notes may-be taken on materials in this package, 
and rough notes flay be prepared as a basis for informal 
and oral exchanges with HSCA representatives. . These i 
notes, however, are to be held as though controlled and . : 
are to be destroyed under agrecd conditions with HSCA. 
They are not to be copied or excerpted and are to be 
held until further instructions are received for i 

_eventual disposal. , i 


These papers have been numbered for accountability 
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a secure basis as though constituting sensitive paper — 
on a need-to-know basis. . a 
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1, Attached [s the only cupy In the Aceacy of a memorandum on subject, the 
ribbon cops of which was sent to the Attorney General in May of 1962. I was 
vaguely aware of the existeace of such a memorandum since I was informed that 
- Te had been weltten as a result of a briefing given by Colonet Edwards and 
Lawrence Houston to the Attorney Gerecal In Mag of last year. | Sees a 
2 spoke with Colonel Edwards on the telephone last evening. and. in the 
absence of Mr. Bannernun on leave, [ was with Colonel Edwards’ assistance 
able to locate thls copy. As fur as I am aware, this is the only written faformation | ——.. —— -__ 
avallable on Ayency relationships with subject. [ hope that this will serve your 
pucpuse. 
3. L assume you are awace of the natuce of the operation discussed tn the attach- . 
SSS ment, (Memorindum to Dicector of Ceutral Intellixence, re: Sam Glancana, from 
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Purpose and Scope of Study ¢ 
The Central Intelligence Agency's performance : ‘ 
in its role of support to the Warren Commission 


, pees Concern dure 
has been a source of controversy since ne BAST 


mae htt en, hears c2.8 8s 
ineeption = ron. Critics 


have repeatedly charged that the CIA participated 


in a conspiracy. designed to suppress information | g 
relevant to the assassination of President Kennedy, . - 
- ¢ 8 - During 1976 the critic's : 
assertions were the subject of official inquiry 


by the Senate Select Committee to Study 


Governmental Operations (hereinafter SSC). The 
ssc, in its report regarding "The Investigation 


of the Assassination of President John F. Kennedy: 


; 


Performance of the Intelligence Agencies" reached 
Findin 
the following PIU ae re Se » ¢ 


The Committee emphasizes that it has 
not uncovered any evidence sufficient 
to justify a conclusion that there was 
a conspiracy to assassinate President 
Kennedy. | 


D 


Gita. 


The Committee has, however, developed 
evidence which impeaches the process. 
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This Committee has sought to examine in 


greater detail] the general] findings of the ssc, 


The Committee has Particularly fo 


NU, 


On the Specific issue of whet 


neds 


her the CIA or any 


| 7 
employee or former employee Of the cIA misinformed, 
Or Withheld information relevant to the 2SSassina- 5 
tion of President Kennedy from the Warren 


Commission. In addition, the Committee has 


attempted to determine whet 


NH, 


’ 
her, if the Warren ~ ¢ 


Commission was misinformed Or not 


made privy to 


information relevant to its investigation, 


NVA, 


the misinforming or withholding of 


evidence from the Warren Commission was the 
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result of a conscious intent to do so by the 
‘Agency or its employees. 
The Committee has sought to examine the - 


issue detailed above in_both an objective 


and disciplined manner. In order to accomplish 


this goal the Committee has utilized a 1977 Task teece 


POKES 


Report by the CIA™s Inspeetoxr= “rl (hereinafter 


TER 
77 J@R). This Report was highly critical of. 
‘ ectainin tothe RMASHoperat’ On 
the SSC findings“and aSserted that the SSC 


Final Report conveyed an impression of limited 


effort by the CIA to assist the Warren Commission 


TF 
in its work. The 77 was in fundamental 


disagreement with this characterization of the 


SSC findings and noted that "CIA did seek and 
collect information in support of the Warren 
Commission. Additionally, it conducted studies 


and submitted special analyses and reports." 


me oo 


___ TERK . 
(77 £GR, Introduction to Tab E.) 
In order to demonstrate further the scope 


of support provided by the CIA to the Warren 


Tré . 
Commission, the 77 contained a comprehensive 


listing of CIA generated material made available 
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to both the U.S. Intelligence Community and 
the Warren Commission regarding the assassina- 
tion of President Kennedy. In this respect, 
the Committee agrees with the 77 terSnerein 
it is tated that "This compiliation (of 
CIA generated material) is appropriate to 
consideration of the extent of the CIA effort, 
to the extent that it reveals something of 
the results of that effort." (77 ea eee Gatton 
to Tab E) - 
In examining the Agency's comprehensive 
listing of CIA generated material referenced above, 
the Committee has. paralled its review to the 
structure given to these materials by the 77 IGR. 
In this regard ene me ay IGR details four inter- 
related compilations of Kennedy assassination 
maesetad. These four compilations are: 
1) Avaney ci seenenakt on of information MR » 
‘to the Intelligence Community (Formal _ 
and Informal Disseminations) 
2) Dissemination of material to the 


Warren Commission 


Ai 


NER, 


NBES “YEA “GRA ‘RR RR. (‘em 


vase: 
etl. 


ea. 


Fh, 


Nee 


Bas this fab 
iia 
Nom, . 


00003 ? 


Classified by derivation: 


rv 


SECRET 


Classification: 


_(This form is to be used for material extracted 
from ClA—controlled documents.) 


3) Agency dissemination to the FBI et al 
regarding rumors and allegations 
regarding President Sannedys 
assassination a 

4) Memorandum submitted by CIA to the 
Warren Commission on Rumors and 
Allegations Relating to the President's 
Assassination (77 , Introduction 


to Tab E.) 


_in reviewing these compilations, 


the Committee focused upon those 
CIA re which ene ar Ee ssemueaed as having 
Petr . 
“made available in written form to the Warren 
Commission. 
During the course of this study, additional 
Agency files have been reviewed. These files have 
been examined in an effort to resolve certain 
issues created by the review of the Agency's  » * 
Konpi vations discussed in this report. Where 
apparent gaps existed in the written record, 


files have been requested and reviewed in an effort 


to resolve these gaps. Where significant substantive 
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issues have arisen related to the kind and 


quality of information provided the Warren 


| Commission, files have’ also been eaauaeees Sud 
reviewed in an effort to resolve these issues. . 
As a result, approximately thirty files, comprising 
an approximate total of ninety volumes of 


material have been examined and analyzed 


SHR. Sasa 


in preparation of this report. 


The findings set forth herein are subject 
to modification due to the following considera- 
tions. During the course of the past fifteen 


years, the CIA has generated massive amounts of 


a 


information related to -the assassination of 


Pees oes eee In spite of the Agency' Ss 


“Sophisticated document retrieval system, certain 
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documents requested by this Committee for study AS 


5 -«o- . . |. and analysis have not been located. Whether these _2 
Set we | 7 
oe documents merely have been filed incorrectly or 

destroyed, gaps in the written record still do } os 
exist. 2, 009695 ? 
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relevancy adopted by the CIA and this Committee, 


‘certain files requested by the Committee for 


EOView Seite Bae eee, Se eer ee Ves 


s£* 204. ' have been made available to 

the. Committee in a sanitized: fashion. Therefore, 

to the degree reflected by the Agency’s denial 

of access and/or santization of certain materials, 

this study's conclusions are based upon the 

best evidence avaliabia to the Committee thTough 

this may not be all relevant evidence to which 

the agsaee has access. 

One must, maneause: give due consideration 

to the role that oral discussions, oral briefings, 

and meetings of Warren Commission and CIA 
representatives may have played in the supply of 

pee sed eaten sei Seda information by the CIA to 

the Warren Commission. The subject and substance 

of these discussions, briefings, and meetings Sy Pa 
may not always be reflected by the written 

record made the subject of enreceeudys: 


Therefore, the Committee has conducted interviews, 


depositions and executive session hearings with 00969 
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key Warren Commission staff and members: and 
former or present CIA representatives in an 
effort to resolve questions that are not 
addressed by the written record. The results. 
of the Committee's efforts to chronicle this 


aspect of the working relationship between the 


(This, form is to b it used for matericl extracte 
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Warren Commission and the CIA will be a subject 


for discussion herein. 


In addition, this report will examine the 


following subjects generated by the Committee's 
study as outlined above, in the following general 


order of discussion: 


1) 


2) 


3) 


the organization of the CIA's investigation 

of President Kennedy's assassination; 

the working relationship of the Warren 

Commission staff and those CIA representatives 
concerned with the Warren Commission inquf@y; 6 ' + 
the standards of investigative cooperation 

which the Warren Commission staff Kelaavea- 
to govern ihe cusiaky and quantity of 
information supplied by the CIA to the 


Warren Commission; 
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4) the CIA's concern for protection of its 
sensitive sources and methods and the 
consequent effects of this. concern 
upon the Warren Commission investigation; 
and | 

5) the substance and quality of information 
concerning Luisa Calderon passed to the 
Warren Commission and the results of this 
Committee's investigation of Calderon 
and her significance to the events of 


November 22, 1963. 
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“7. organization of CIA Investigation ) 
of President Kennedy's Assassination : 
In his Executive Saceica testimony before the Select i 


Committee, Richard Helms, the CIA's Deputy Director for 
Plans during 1963, described the CIA's role in the 
investigation of President Kennedy's assassination as 


‘follows: 


This crime ae committed on United 
States soil. Therefore, as far as the i 
Federal government was concerned, the pri- y 
mary investigating Soance would have been 


the Federal Bureau of Investigation without 


any question. The role of the CIA would 
have been entirely supportive in the sense Ray a fee oe 


of what material we are (sic) able to 


ee 


acquire outside the limits of the United 


Wee oy 


States with reference to the investigation. 


-.- For investigative purposes, the Agency 
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had no investigative role inside the United 


States at all. So when I.used here the 
word "supportive," I meant that in the 
literal sense. of the term. We are (sic) 
trying to support the FBI and support the 
Warren Commission and be responsive to 
their requests, but we were not initiating 
any investigations of our own or, to my 
recollection, were we ever asked to. 
(Executive Session Testimony of Richard 


Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 17-18.) 


On November 23, 1963 Helms called a meeting of senior- 


level CIA officials to outline the Agency's investiga- 


tive responsibility vis a vis the assassination. 


Book V, p. 
(A @xice — 
Branch Chief fo 


(SSC, 


25.) At that time, Helms placed John Scelso, Hadguand 


>. Le r 


ee Sones Mit cee Ge os 
Amertee;~endfranana ) in charge of the Agency's initial gyi 8 


investigative efforts. 


Scelso, 5/16/78, pp. 111-112, Exec. Session Testimony: 
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of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, p. 10.) 


NUE 


Scelso testified before the Select Committee, 
that he was given charge of the Senate investigation 
on the basis of two considerations: 1)! his Setar “} 
experience in conducting major CIA security investi- ° 
gations and 2) the observance of Oswald by CIA 


surveillance in Mexico, (Scelso's operational concern) 
- : 


: 


less than two months prior to the assassination. (SSC 
Book V, p. 25, HSCA Class. Deposition of John Scelso, 


5/16/70, pp. 111-112.°;) Scelso also noted that 


oe 3 
Be Foe 


during the course of his investigative efforts, Helms - 


did not pressure him to adopt specific investigative a eee 


; XY Sp 


theories nor reach conclusions within a — period of. 
HecA Clagg Dep. of TohnSceifa , io) 78, Cee 
time; Executive-SessionTostimony-ofnRix 


8/9/78, pp. 9-10) * x 


* Raymond Rocca, Chief of Research and Analysis for 
CIA's Counterintelligence Staff characterized Scelso's 
responsibility not as a mandate to investigate but & 
rather to “coordinate traffic (code facilitation, i 
telegram or telegraphic consideration) for working 
with the DDP with respect to what was being done over 
the whole world..." (HSCA Classified Deposition of 
Re ROGCa,, Je lI / 78> pes. - Fe) . 

‘Rocca referred to this phase of CIA activity as 
the GPFLOOR phase. (Ibid.) 
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Scelso described in detail to the. Committee the 


in which he conducted the Agency's investiga- 


«--practically my whole Branch participated 
in the thing. We dropped almost everything 
else and I put a lot of my officers to work 
in tracing names, analyzing files. 
We were flooded with cable traffic, with 
reports, suggestions, allegations from all 
over the world, and these things had to be 
checked out. We were checking out just dozens 
and dozens of people all. the time. (HSCA Classified 
Deposition of John Scelso, 5/16/70, p. 131)* 


* - During the course of the Agency's pve ti dae sO; Liaison 


with the FBI was handled for the CIA by Birch Oo Neal. 


(Ibid. 


pee 


a 


p. 80.) At the time of the assassination Mr. om Neal, 


a former FBI agent, was Chief of the Special’ tagaseigaciene 


Group of the aS. Counterintelligence Staff. (HSCA Classified 


Deposition of Birch oO! Neal, “6/20/78, De 7p 52%) Mr. O'Neal 


characterized nis functions with respect to the Agency 
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as follows: 


(This footnote -- Footnote *“" -- continues 
on bottom of page 5) 
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' Scelso stated during his testimony that CIA 
field stations worldwide were alerted to the Agency's 
investigation "and the key stations were receiving 
tips on the case, most of which were phony. We did not 


send out instructions saying everybody participate in, \..~ 


the investigation." (Ibid. p. 133.) It was! his: exe 


pert A S Net a c3 


(fécollection, however, that throughout his tenure as (4 je f 


x 
nen 


coordinator of the Agency's investigation, the Mexico ° . 


See Or 


City Station was the only CIA field station directly ee i 


Footnote * -- continued from bottom of page 4. 


I knew that we (at CIA) did not have the 
basic responsibility for investigating the 
assassination of the President. If there was 
a crime commited in the course of this activity, 
+sic) it belonged to the FBI. I recognized that 
it was our responsibility to give the fullest 
cooperation to the FBI to protect the Agency 
with regard to any aspects of our operations, 
you understand, and at the same time giving them 
cooperation, and I was in close contact with Mr. 
Sam Papich (of the FBI), and always fully comm » ' 2 
operated, and he always fully cooperated with me. 
(Ibid. p. 52.) 
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ae 


\ O'Neal_noted that his office (CI/SIG) at the direction of 
the Chief of Counterintelligence, James Angleton, was 


designated the central point for collection of assassination- 


related information made available to the FBI. (Ibid. pp. 52-53.3 
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involved in investigatory activities related to President 
Kennedy's assassination. (tial) ' ECF 
During the Ree eee ecco pcelso 
issued a summary report which described Oswald! s 
activities in Mexico City from September 26, 1963 - 
October 3, 1963. Scelso characterized the summary report 
_as incomplete by comparison to assassination-related 
information then available to the FBI but not provided 
to CIA until late Dec. 1963. (Ibid. p?.114-115.) (CIA 
Document Report by John Scelso to C/CI, BF nee 63.)* 
Following issuance of this report, Helms shifted J. *" 
responsibility for the CIA's investigation of President 
Kennedy's assassination to the Counterintelligence | 
Staff. (HSCA Classified Deposition of John Scelso, 
5/16/78, p. 136, ef. HSCA Classified Deposition of 


Raymond Rocca, 7/17/78, p. 15 wherein Rocca states that - 
ia) e ' 


responsibility shifted from Scelso to CI Staff on 


January 12, 1964.) Helms testified that this shift in 


* Approximately two days after President Kennedy's a 
assassination, Scelso prepared a summary report, i 

provided to President Johnson by Helms. This report i~ 

adopted the position that Oswald probably was a lone 

assassin who had no visible ties to Soviet or Cuban 

intelligence though such ties could not be excluded 
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responsibility was a logical development because the 
envesesoution had begun to take on broader tones. 
(Executive Session Testimony of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, 
p- 14, see also HSCA Classified Deposition of John 
Scelso, 5/16/78, p. 138.) 

Helms' reasoning was expanded upon by Raymond 
Rocca . who testified before the Committee that the 
shift in responsibility described by Helms was caused 
in part by the establishment of the Warren ennrseon 


fli 7 
(HSCA Classified Deposition of Raymond Ee £4 12-13.) 


Rocca added: 


It was entirely appropriate in the eR 
GPFLOOR phase that he (Scelso) would Fs 
have that (responsibility for the Agency . 
investigation. ) But the minute you had : 


a commission set up outsilde the line 
obviously had to be the Director, and from 
the Director to his Chief of Operations 
overseas, because the spread involved 

then all of the divisions. Here you had 


aby 


ee, 


Mr. (Scelso) being asked to sign off on- : : 
vied s tha to, do—wi the’ Netherlands, [@ ° * ¢ 
with U. (o.n je ef aderalié and it would : 
have~-seeme: Me.utterly administratively 
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pies ats, 


simply a hybrid monster. (HSCA Classified 
Deposition of R. Rocca, 7/17/78, p. 12.) 


James Angleton supported Rocca's belief that "the 
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spread (of investigative responsibility) involved... 
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all of the (CIA) divisions." Angleton testifed 

to this Committee that the Agency's efforts to 

gather and coordinate information related to | 

the assassination underwent a metamorphic 

transition. Initially, Angleton noted, the 

Director, Deputy Director, Division Chiefs and 

Case Officers approached Warren Commission. 

requirements in a piecemeal fashion. However, 

Angleton testified the Agency was eventually 

able to focus its resources to avoid duplication 

of effort and provide a system for the ‘central 

referencing of assassination related information , 

as such ihe scuaeion was developed. (HSCA 

Classified Deposition of James Angleton, 

10/5/78, pp. 76-77, see also HSCA Classified Re . ' 
Ff 

Deposition of Raymond Rocca, A/17/78, 

ps 23%) | 
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The record reveals that during this second phase 
of CIA information collection efforts in support of 


the Warren Commisssion investigation the concentration 


A 


of Agency resources shifted in, emphasis from deplodation 
ty gone o em 
of Oswald's activities in Mexico, city to. “his residency 


in the Soviet Union during 1959-1962 and possible 


Csez P4¥ ade 
association with the Soviet intelligence apparatus.*°° i ) 


x 


(Ibid., pp.32-33,44,Executive Session of Testimony of 


Richard Helms, 8/9/78, p. 23.) -.Agéseiixgiy Rocca, commented 


EHRER. 


_ that during this phase primary interest in support of the 
Warren Commission was to follow-up on Soviet leads: 


on the assumption that a person who spends 


. 
. Raeaeen 
in 


four years**in the Soviet Union, under his 


circumstances, had to be of specific interest 


Nao. 


to Soviet State security and their collateral 


authorities. (HSCA Classified Deposition of 


+t) ty 
Raymond Rocca, pp. 32-33.) Cseep 1& Pe ,) i 
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Therefore, Rocca concluded, the areas the CIA tended 
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to concentrate on concerned the Soviets: 
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*The following exchange between Mr. Rocca and Committee 
Counsel sheds further light on the difficulties encountered 
by the Agency related to its investigation of possible 
Cuban involvement in the assassination: 


Mr. Goldsmith. Earlier, when I asked you which 
areas of the case received emphasis, I believe that you 
indicated that on balance the primary area of emphasis 
was the Soviet connection. 


Mr. Rocca. That was certainly the one that I would 
say dominated--- looking at it from my point of view. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Now, had you known about the anti- 
Castro assassination plots on the part of the CIA, would 
you have given more priority, more emphasis, to the 
possibility of a Castro conspiracy to kill the President? 


Mr. Rocca. Again, I say that it would have 
simply intensified it, that there was attention given 
to it, not particularly by the staff. I had no capabilities 
on the Cuban side. 


The organization of their service and their 


operation: in Mexico was something entirely entirely (Sic) oes o 


within -- it was an enigma at the time. They were just” 
getting started. This was WH's area. This was. Win 
Scott's area of proficiency. So the defectors had only 
~begun. to come out and they came out later, the Cuban 
defectors. 

So, I can't -- I really can't say that (a) the 
Cuban connection was ignored, because it wasn't. The 
press was filled with it at the time. ty 

e ¢ 


The Harker interview should have been undoubtedl 
given greater attention in a generalized sense; but it 
was given specific attention, I was told at the time of 
the Rockefeller thing. 


Mr. Goldsmith. In what way was the Cuban connection 


investigated? 


Mr. Rocca. I don't know. I don't know this. 
That side of the report strikes me as being inadequate. 
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*The following exchange between Mr. Rocca and Committee | 
Counsel sheds further light on the difficulties encountered 
by the Agency related to its investigation of possible. 
Cuban involvement in the assassination: 


Mr. Goldsmith. Earlier, when I asked you which 
areas of the case received emphasis, I believe that you 
indicated that on balance the primary area of emphasis 
was the Soviet connection. 


- Mr. Rocca. That was certainly the one that I would 
say dominated -- looking at it from my point of view. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Now, had you known about the anti- 
Castro assassination plots on the part of the CIA, would 
you have given more priority, more emphasis, to the 
possibility of a Castro conspiracy to kill the President? 


Mr. Rocca. Again, I say that it would have. 
simply intensified it, that there was attention given 


‘to it, not particularly by the staff. I had no capabilities 


on the Cuban side. 


The organization of their service and their 


operation: in Mexico was something entirely entirely (sic) ...2° “S 


within -- it was an enigma at the time. They were just” 
getting started. This was WH's area. This was. Win 
Scott's area of proficiency. So the defectors had only 
_ begun to come out and they came out later, the Cuban 
defectors. ; 


So, I can't -- I really can't say that (a) the 

Cuban connection was ignored, because it wasn't. The 

press was filled with it at the time. Sp 
& ‘ 


The Harker interview should have been undoubtedly 
given greater attention in a generalized sense; but it 
was given specific attention, I was told at the time of 
the Rockefeller thing. 


Mr. Goldsmith. In what way was the Cuban connection 
investigated? 


Mr. Rocca. I don't know. I don't know this. 
That side of the report strikes me as being inadequate. 


eT ee > 

Gisssifisgtigns ———________ 000018 
: Classified by derivation: 
Classified by derivation: 


waite 


4 
f 


= 


a 


oe en Oe, - ttdshis. Sete 


Classifications 
This form is te be used for matsiial eateeqted 
m €lA=<contrelled documents) 
Mr. Goldsmith. Well, when I said to what extent E 
was the Cuban connection investigated, I don't mean by 4 
the Warren Commission. I mean to what extent did the 
Agency provide -- 
Mr. Rocca. That I can't answer. I certainly 
didn't do it. 
Mr. Goldsmith. Pardon me? 
Mr. Rocca. We certainly didn't, in R & A. f 
Mr. Goldsmith. So, CI/R & A did not -- 
Mr. Rocca. Go into the Cuban side of it at all. 
This was something left to the people who were concerned 
specifically with Cuban intelligence and security operation. 
Mr. Goldsmith. But I believe earlier we : 
established that Mr. Helms gave orders that information 3 
pertinent to the assassination was to go through your 


office, correct? 


Mr. Rocca. Yes. 


opel 


Mr. Goldsmith. And once information pertinent 
to the assassination went through your office, I take (it) 
you or Mr. Helms would decide what information would 
be relevant for the Warren Commission to see. 


RE. 


Is that correct? 


Mr. Rocca. Well -- 


@ 
“ 
me 
Sy 
wren. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Based upon what you knew? 
Mr. Rocca. Well, everything would go, yes. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Therefore, you were in the - 
position, it would seem, to know what information was 
‘being generated in the field that was going to the 
Warren Commission. 


Earlier I asked you which area received emphasis. 
and I believe you indicated that the Soviet area (did). 
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Mr. Rocca. Primarily, primarily. But I didn't 
mean by that that it excluded the Cuban, because there 
was a lot of material that came through and went to the 
Commission that concerned the Cubans. 


MAE Re ie te me 


_ Mr. Goldsmith. Let's go off the record.” 


\ (Discussion off the record.) ee eae 
_— . 


PS en et eS a er ath, at ey by ac gul yd shige uid atoms A Romar ee 


“~--Mr..Goldsmith. Let's continue. __, 


Mr. Rocca. My recollection is that at the time 
the great press manifestation was that Cuban exiles who 
were in touch with CIA had been somehow involved in this. 
This was the great concern. 


Mr. Goldsmith. That's another possibility. 
There are different -- 


Mr. Rocca. Questions went down to WH: do you 
have anybody who could possibly have gotten involved in 
this kind of thing. 


There was extraordinary diligence, I thought, 
exercised to try to clarify that side. 


Mr. Goldsmith. Do you think that the possibility 
of an assassination plot by Castro against the President 
was adequately investigated? 7 


(Pause) 


Mr. Rocca. With the advantages of 20-20 hind- 
sight, I could say probably not. But at the time ig seems, 
to me that they gave due attention to it -- within fhe ® 
information that I had at my disposal. 


“ ae : 
43° Oscoai 
° 
6 q **In fact, BHO spent 2 years, 8 months in the. Soviet Union 
¥ October 1959 - June 1962 
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as) because the people he was in touch with in 

Mexico had traces, prior traces, as KGB 

people. They were under consular 

cover and obviously could have been 

doing and were undoubtedly doing a 

‘consular job in those earlier contacts. 

(Tbids>. ps.33)/ 

However, Rocca did indicate that Cuban aspects 
of the CIA investigation were not ignored "because 
there was a lot of material that came through and 
went to the Commission that concerned the Cubans." 
(Ibid., p. 44) 

Mr. Helms aise estitica that the possibility 
of Cuban involvement in President Kennedy's 
assassination was a source of deep concern within the 
Agency. (Exec. Session Testimony of R. Helms, 8/9/78, p. 21) 


Nevertheless, Mr. Helms stated that development of informa- 


tion pertaining to Cuban knowledge of or participate ita ad 
_in the assassination was very difficult to-obtain. 
(Ibid., p. 138) 

Angleton was in agreement with Rocca's analysis 
that during the second phase of the Agency's support 


role to the Warren Commission the CIA concentrated its 
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Oswald. «.jfAngleton, p. 86) He stated for the record 


fo Tth regard to the Warren Commission's investigation 


if (with the CIA's support) of possible Cuban involvement 
er the assassination: 

I personally believe that the United 

States intelligence services did not 

have the capabilities to ever come to 

an adjudication (of the Cuban aspect). 

I don't think the capabilities were there. 
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_ As noted above, the CI Staff assumed responsibility 
in late December 1963 - early January 1964 for the 
coordination of CIA efforts to assist the Warren 
Commission in its investigation. At that time, Raymond 
Rocca, Chief of Research and Analysis for CI Staff, 


was designated point of contact with the Warren 


ee iota 
Commission. Sa a hla TI ala 
Angleton, T075778&, 0. 77.) Rocca's Research and 


Analysis component was concerned with: 


"analytical intelligence, analytical 
brainpower, which meant all source, all 
overt source comprehension; a study of 
cases that had ceased to occupy opera- 
tional significance, that is, closed cases, 
to maintain the ongoing record of overall 
quality and quantity of counterintelligence 
being performed by the entire DDP operational 
component;... the Deputy Director for Plan 
(HSCA Classified Deposition of R. Rocca, 
$/17/785 Ke’ See also HSCA Classified Deposition 
of James Angleton, 10/5/78, p. 77.) 


Mr. Rocca testified that assassination-related 
information generated by CIA components was directed 
to his staff (as designated point of contact with the 


Warren Commission) in the normal flow of day to day 
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work (fbdd., pp. 16-17.) This information was then 


pevacwee- ye Rocca or his assistants WHO included 


oe. St, 


Thomas Hall, (Soviet Expert) , (Baul iaemayl (general 


me att oo ah, octane 


peneaeeh and search man for the U.S. Intelligence 


ee 
“* s, 


Community and its resources), and Arthur Dooley. (who 
had transferred to the CIA from ie “parE pumber of 
years prior to the assassination) (Ibid. pe hb] .) 
During the course of the..Warren Commission investi- 
gation; Hall, Hartman and Dooley worked with those 
CIA BieisiGnsoeosnetne substantive information 
related to the assassination. (Ibid.) 

Mr. Rocca testified that even though 
CI/R&A was the Agency's point of reference with regard 
to the Warren Romniesiee. neither his staff nor the 
CI staff in general displaced the direct relations of 
Mr. Helms or any other concerned Agency official with 
the. Warren Commission. (Ibid.; Rocca testified that Sheither 
CI Staff nor his staff displaced the CIA's Soviet 


Division (represented by David Murphy, Chief of the 
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SR division and his assistant, pennane Bagley) in 

Peet AS ot eS ae Vs 
its contact with the Commission; nor did CI/R&A 
displace John Scelso in his contact with the Warren 
Commission.) Rocca testified that in some instances 
J. Lee Rankin of the Warren Commission would go directly 


to Helms with requests, and in other instances David 


Slawson, a Commission Staff counsel, conferred directly 


with ‘Tom Hal 


~ 


1 Of Rocca's staff. (Ibid. p. 36.)* 


aaa 


The record reveals that on certain issues of 
particular sensitivity Rocca was not permitted to act 
as the Agency's point of contact with the Warren Commission. 
He testified that “compartmentalization was observed 
notwithstanding the fact that I was the working level 


point of contact." {HSCA Classified Deposition of Raymond 
PE a ST Oy ht ot 


* Although James Angleton functioned as Rocca's direct 
Superior during the course of the Warren Commission 
investigation, he did not participate on a regular 
basis in the Agency's efforts to supply substantiv 
information to the Warren Commission nor did he aes? 
on a direct basis with Warren Commission representa- 
tives. (excepting Allen Dulles on an unofficial basis; 
-HSCA Classified Deposition of Raymond Rocca ,78/17/78, 
p. 17-18; HSCA Classified Deposition of James Angleton, 
10/5/78, p. 78.) However, Angleton testified to this 
Committee that he did attempt to keep apprised of 
developments as the investigation progressed through 
consultation with Rocca. (HSCA Classified Deposition of 
James Angleton, 10/5/78, p. 81) 
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Rocca, 4/17/78, Pp. 18) Rocca cited by way of example 
the case of the Soviet defector Nosenko. Rocca ae 
testified that he did not attend any of the Agency ; 
discussions: pertaining to Nosenka's case (Ibid.) 

Rather, (as it affected the Warren Commission investi- 


gation) responsibility for the Nosenko case was 


assigned to David Murphy, Chief of SR Division, in . 


addition to nivnard-—aeting CLbIA) . © Aish Salas 


Rocca described the CI staff mail intercept program, 
-HTLINGUAL, as a second example of an Agency Matter 
about which he had no knowledge nor input vis a vis 
the Agency's support role to the Warren Commission. 
(Tb3-d<;) pes 19-20.) Rather, James Angleton and Birch 
O'Neal handled the disposition of this particular 
material (HSCA Classified Deposition of J. Scelso, 


5/16/78, p. 113, wherein Scelso states that CI Staff. , 
3 o 
including O'Neal, was: repository of. HTLINGUAL intercepts; 
luck See HSCA Class Ded. oft Birck O'new )7( 20/73 pes—-84 
mhertin Olneak stoses that he didnot knew Wretiur 
Warten Commission had knew ae the BTLIVGIALA a 
Poosrarn beens? HH YDasrnoth Ces Parsi bs ' te prow 
Thal A uarten Commission with mokerials Aect Eran 
Yhe RTAINSVAL progam. 
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In summary, it was Rocca's testimony that an internally 
decentralized information reporting function best 
characterized the organization of this second phase 
of the Agency's investigative efforts to assist. 


CAC Pepa of @ocer, A) 2/9 5 
the Warren Commission. (fbid., p. 10; HSCA Classified 


Deposition of James Angleton, 10/5/78, p. 75, 80. 
See also CIA Doc. Rocca Memo for Record, 1 April 1975, 
Subject: Conversation with David W. Belin, April l, die 


197y, wherein it is stated that Helms remained senior 


official in charge of the overall investigation, 
with CI staff acting as a coordinator and repository 


of information collected.) 
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A,Opinions of Warren Commission and CIA Representatives 


Regarding Warren Commission-CIA Relationship 


The Committee has contacted both representatives of. 
the Warren Commission staff and those representatives of 
the CIA who played significant roles in providing CIA- 
generated information to the Warren Commission. The 
general cansensus of these representatives is that the 
Warren Commission and the CIA enjoyed a successful 
working relationship during the course of the Commission's 
investigation. (HSCA Class. Depo. of R. Rocca 7/17/78, 

p. 18) (See also Exec. Sess. Test. of Richard Helms, 
8/9/78, ERY 24.) William Coleman, a senior staff counsel 
for the Warren Commission who worked closely with Warren 
Commission staff counsel W. David Slawson on matters 
which utilized the CIA's resources, characterized 

the CIA representatives with whom he dealt as 
highly competent, cooperative, and intelligent. 
(See HSCA staff interview of William Coleman, 


8/2/78. Mr. Slawson expressed a similar opinion 


regarding the Agency's cooperation and quality 
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of work. (Executive Session Testimony of W. 


David Slawson, 11/15/77, p. 17;see also JFK 


77> 


Exhibit 23.) 
J. Lee Rankin, General Counsel for the 

Ea Warren Commission, testified that the Warren 
Commission and its staff were assured by the CIA 
that the Agency wor cooperate in the Commission's 
work7A (HScA Class. Depo. of J. Lee Ranta: 

: 8/7/78, p.43 HSCA Class. Depo. of John McCone, 

8/17/78, p. 9) 

John McCone, Director of Central Intelligence 
at the time of President Kennedy's assassination 
and during the Warren Commission investigation, 
supported Mr. Rankin's testimony in this regard 
by characterizing the CIA's work vis-a-vis 
the Warren Commission as both responsive and he 

comprehensive. (HSCA Class. Depo. of John = 


“McCone, 8/17/78, p. 5) Mr. McCone was responsible 


for ensuring that all relevant matters were 
ere ee : at 
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conveyed by the CIA to the Warren Commission. 


(Ibid., pp. 5-6) In this regard, Mr. McCone 
testified that: 


The policy of the CIA was to give the Warren 

Commission everything that we had. I 

personally asked Chief Justice Warren to 

come to my office and took him down to the 

vault of our building where our information is 

microfilmed and stored and showed him the 

procedures that we were following and the 

extent to which we were giving him -- giving 

his staff everything that we had, and I think 

he was quite satisfied. (Ibid., p. 9) 
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gist the Per aie are ithe 122 REG? Dpcerigt eae euctent Ommn iss'e, 
meh all matrdot (3 rhea conmiseihn Belic?’ That All Relevance =" 
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wo CIA To Warren Commission 


Mr. Raymond Rocca, - f.v.c a 2 New yh od Tmpixenenter of cif 


a) ° ‘ - 
(ae ee ee eto 
a? the Warren Commission ' investigation, 


characterized the Agency's role as one of tt 
? o , 


full support to the Warren Commission. Mr. 


Rocca, who served as the Chief of the Research and 
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Analysis Divison for the Counter-Intelligence 
Staff of the CIA, stated under oath that 
Richard Helms had given the following 


directive: 


onan gt hing, 
(All material bearing in—any-way that 
could be of assistance to the 
Warren Commission should be seen by C 
staff and R ant A and marked for us. He 
issued very, very strictly worded 
--- indications -- they were verbal in so 
far. as'I know -- that we were to leave no 
stone unturned. 
(HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond Rocca, 
WALA TS ¢ Be 24) 
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orders were fo Yowe to the letter by all CIA employees. 


p. 24.) .Mr. Rocca concluded that on this basis: 


"fhe CIA was to turn over and to develop any information 
bearing on the assassination that could be of assistance 


to the Warren Commission." (Ibid., p. 26.) 


A different view of the CIA's role regarding the 


supply of CIA's information to the Warren Commission was 
propounded by Richard,Helms. Mr. Helms, who served as 


the CIA's Deputy Director for Plans during the Warren 


,Was directly responsible for the 


CIA's investigation of President Kennedy's seevoneciona he 
@s pee h enon of CIA gol. oy viga ris tha Warren Commission, 


p. 23.) He testified to the Committee that the 


CIA made every effort to be as responsive as possible to 


Warren Commission requests. (Exec. Sess. Text. of Richard 


8/9/78, p. 10.) Mr. Helms added further testimony 


regarding the manner in which the CIA provided its infor- 


Mation to the Warren Commission. He stated: 


An inquiry would come over (from the Warren Com- 
mission). We would attempt to respond to it. ; 
But these inquiries came in individual bits ant? 
pieces or as individual items...Each individual 

item that came along we took care of as best we 
could... {ibid:, “pp.-10+1ii.) 


However, it was Mr. Helms' recollection that the CIA 


provided information to the Warren Commission primarily 
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oath he supported this proposition: 


Mr. Goldsmith: In summary, is it your position that 
the Agency gave the Warren Commission 
information only in response to speci- 
fic requests by the Warren Commission? 


Mr. Helms: That is correct. . 6 


I want to modify that by saying that 
Memory is fallable. There may have been 
times or circumstances under which some- 
thing different might have occured, but 
my recollection is that we were attempting 
to be-responsive and supportive to the 
. FBI and the Warren Commission. When 
i they asked for something we gave it to 
. . them. 


As far as our volunteering information 
is concerned, I have no recollection of 
whether we volunteered it or not. 

(ibid «;.-p. 34.) 


é 


Mr. Helms' characterization of fulfilling Warren 
Commission requests on a caseAbasis rather than uniformly 


‘volunteering relevant information to the Warren Commission 


stands in direct opposition to J. Lee Rankin's perception 
of the. CIA's investigative responsibility. Mr. Rankin was 


asked by Committee Counsel whether he worked under the 


» 
a 


impression that the Agency's responsibility was simply to 


respond to questions that were addressed to CIA by the 


Warren Commission. In response, Mr. Rankin testified as 


follows: 


NG rd i, “ 


Not at all and if anybody had told me that I 
would have insisted that the Commission com- 
Municate with the President and get a different 
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questions and: then we would not have the 
information and that would be absurd. 
(HSCA Class. Depo. of J. Lee Rankin, 
8/17/78, p. 4) 
Mr. Slawson added support to Rankin's position 
testifying that Warren Commission requests to the CIA 


were rarely specific. "The request was made initially 


that they give us all information pertinent to the 
assassination investigation." (Exec. Sess. Test. of 


~W. David Slawson, 11/15/77, p. 29) 
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Mrv“ROGCaTS* testimony Leverls, te had no 


knowledge at the time of the Warren Commission 
investigation of Agency efforts to assassinate 
Fidel Castro. (HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond 
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The record eh reveals that the CIA desk 


no stibstantive informa- 


officer who was initially given the responsibility 
by Mr. Helms to investigate — os Tae Harvey 
Oswald, and the assassination of President Rennedy. 
had no knowledge of such plots during his investi- 


_giodigygation. HSCA Class. Depo. of John Scelso, 5/16/78, 
pHa=14B Whe Cgacd to the AHLASH apemect jon 


pp. 73, ktt-#12)A Mr. Scelso testified that had he 


known of euch assassination plots the following 


action would have been taken: 


‘>. UG, “GH “ER SA SB WA 


“we would have gone at that hot and heavy. 

of 4 We would have queried the agent (AMLASH) 

se iv, about it in great detail. I would have 
ae «had him polygraphed by the ‘best “Operative 

security had to see if he had (sic) been 
a double-agent, informing Castro about & 
our poison pen things, and so on. I 
“would have had all our Cuban sources. 

queried about it." (Ibid., p. 166) 
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As the record reflects,:-these plots were known 


by few within the CIA. Mr. Helms' testimony regarding 
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between Committee Counsel and Mr. Helms illustrates 
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Castro assassination plots. 
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the Warren Commission. The following exchange 


Mr. Helms, I take it from your 
testimony that your position is 
that the anti-Castro plots, in 
fact, were relevant to the — 
Warren Commission's work; and, 
in light of that, the Committee 
would like toa be informed as to 
why the Warren Commission was 
not told by you of the anti- 


I have never been asked to testify 
before the Warren Commission about 


If the Warren Commission did not 
know of the operation, it certainly 
was not in a position to ask you 


Is that not true? 


“SNA. “RR “SR “GR “ZA. 


Yes, but how do you know they did 

not know about it? How do you 

know Mr. Dulles had not told the 

How was I to know that? And bestes? 
I was not the Director of the Agency 
and in the CIA, you did not go 
traipsing around to the Warren Com- 
mission or to Congressional Committees. 
or.to anyplace else without the 
Director's permission. 
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= 
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Did you ever discuss with the Director 
whether tne Warren Commission 

should be informed cf the anti-Castro 
assassination olots? 
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Mr. Helms: I did not, as far as I recall. 
(HSCA Exec. Sess. Test. of Richard 
Helms,. 8/9/78, pp. 30-31.4, emphasis 
Ldadedc ; 


) 


Mr. McCone testifed that he first became aware 


of the CIA's anti-Castro assassination plots 
_involving CIA-Mafia ties during August 1963. He 
‘seated that upon learning of these plots he directed 
that the. Agency cease all such activities. (HSCA 


Class. Depe. of John McCone, 8/17/78, p. 13) 


tion from the. Warren Commission about the Agency anti- 
Castro assassination plots to avoid embarrassing the 
Agency or causing an international crises. he gave 
the following response: 

"I cannot answer that: since they (CIA 

employees knowledgeable of the 

continuance of such plots) withheld 

the information from. me. I cannot 

answer that question. I nave never 

been satisfied as to why they with- 

held the information from me. (Ibid., 

pe £6) 

Regarding the relevancy of such plots to cRe .. 
Warren Commission's work, Warren Commission counsels” 


Raokin, Slawson and, Spector were in agreement that 


such information should have been reported to the 


When asked whether the CIA desired to withold informa-. 
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Warren Commission. (Exec. Sess. Test. of W. 

David Slawson, 11/15/77, p. 27; pee Sees. Test. 

of Arlen Spector 11/8/77, pp. 45-46; CF, Exec. 

Sess. Test. of Wesley Liebeler, 11/15/77, p. 71. 

where he states that possible witholding of 

information by CIA about Agency attempts to 

assassinate Castro did not significantly appece. 

Warren Commission-investigation) 
From-the-Ciis—perspeetive,Mr. Rocca 

testified that had he known of the anti-Castro 

assassination plots his efforts to explore the 

- possibility of a retaliatory assassination against 

_ President Kennedy by Castro waaid have been intensi- 

fied. He stated that: "“ acompletely different 

~ procedural approach probably would and should have 

been taken." (HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond Rocca 

7/17/78, p. 45) 


John Scelso,:the above-cited CIA desk officer 


who ran the CIA's initial investigation of President 


es het % [ 
Kennedy's assassination until that responsibility 
was given to the CIA's counterintelligence staff, 


offered a highly critical appraisal of Helms' 


non-disclosure to the Warren Commission: 
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Mr. Goldsmith: Do you think Mr. Helms was 
acting properly when he failed 
to tell the Warren Commission 
about the assassination plots? 
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‘Mr. Scelso: No, I think éHae was a morally 

highly reprehensible act, which - 
he cannot possibly justify under / 
his oath of office, or any ~ ! 
other standard of professional | 
public service. (HSCA Class. 
‘Depo. of John Scelso, 5/16/78) 
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of Sensitive Sources and Methods - Factors Affecting 
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CIA Resporise to Warren Commission Requests 
The length of time required by the CIA to 


respond to the Warren Commission's requests for~ 


A. 


information was dependent upon 1) the availability 


of information; _ “= 2) the complexity of the issues 


Nh. 


presented by the request and 3) the extent to which 


the relevant information touched upon sensitive CIA 


“EE, 


sources and methods. On the first two points, Mr e 


Helms testified that when CIA had been able to 


NR, 


satisfy a Commission request, the CIA would then send 
a ara ‘back: 


"and some of these inguiries obviously 
took longer than others. , 
For example, some might involve 
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checking a file which was in Washington. 
Other inquiries might involve trying to 
_ See if we could locate somebody in some 
overseas country. 
Obviously, one takes longer to per- 
form than the other. (Exec. Sess. Test. 
of Richard Helms, nis p. 25) 
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(HSCA ass. Depo. of John Sdelso, 5/16/78% ps 152) 
ave e laa 
The Committee has identified two*%areas of 
concern in which the Agency's desire to protect its 
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sensitive sources and methods Lapetged. the Warren 


Commission's investigation. These are: 
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N aS including technical sources, including ste pt a0 
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NN oY” gotten from the interrogation of Silvia 
as ) Duran, for example, which corresponded 
x almost exactly with the information from 
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Commission | pebteining’ to -he-phote- . f 
x \ . surveitrance| am ‘telephonic™ ‘surveillance ' ae 


Operations of the CIA's Mexico city Station 


2) As a related consideration, the Agency's 
va reticence to reveal the origin of the photograph : 
now referred to as that of the "Mexico f 
ra eg Sua tel aa keg Ha da’ Meriacrty phe to _ 
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The CIA's concern for revealing the existence 


of sensitive technical operations, as outlined above, 
was evident from the inception of the Warren Commission. j 
Mr. Scelso commented that "we were not authorized — ; 
at first to reveal all our technical operations." : 
(Ibid., Pp. 158) But Scelso did testify that: . ie f 


‘We were going to give them intelligence 


; 


(= telephone. intercepts. -] 
Mr. Scelsco's characterization is supported by 


examination of the background to the first major CIA 


report furnished the Warren Commission regarding 
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Lee Hoey Oswald's trip to Mexico City. (CIA 


ice “FOIA ‘F509- -803,_1/31/64;~Memorandum™for~—J.... Hn oer 
lee ‘panikin from Richard Helms) Much of the 

information provided to the Warren Commission 

in this.report was based upon sensitive sources 

and methods, identification of which had been: 

deleted completely from the report. 

The CIA policy limiting Warren Commission 
knowledge of CIA sources and methods was articu- 
lated as early as December 20, 1963, at which 
time a cabs was. sent from CIA headquarters to 
the Mexico City Station which stated: 

_Our present. plan in vassing information 

“to the-Warren Commission~is to eliminate 

mention of[ telephone taps) in order to 

- protect: your continuing 6ps. Will rely 

‘instead on statements of Silvia Duran 

and on contents of Soviet Consular file 


which Soviets gave[ 0 CIA~Docy-FOTA~ 
a #420-757, 12/20/63, Dir 90466) ~ 


The basic policy articulated in the December 


20, 1963 cableAis also set forth: in a CIA memoran@&m ¢ 
“of December oe it specifically concerned | 


‘the CIA's relations with the FBI y ~ (CIA Memorandum 
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NUR, NER. 


for File, 12/20/63, ‘Birch o' Neal, iheluded. in. with Soft 


eee ARM RRDe res yishes x 
file materials) In that memorandum, Birch Q' Neal £ 
\c eed cases y 

vsq)® Of the CIA Counterintelligence/Special Investigations 
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Group segs wrote that he had. been advised by ‘Sam Pe 
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anticipating a ReaHeSS from the Warren Commission 


for copies of the FBI's materials which supported 
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or complimented the FBI's five volume report of 
December 9, 1963 that had been: submitted to the 


Warren Commission. Papich provided 6: est wie 


"SS einen 


this report which indicated that somp United 
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States Agency was[tapping telephones in Mexico — 


and asked him whether the FBI could sue the 


Warren Commission with the sourck of the{:telephone 


Sy 
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taps /| eee eee shows that he ce ac 
this matter with Scelso. After a discussion 
with Helms, Scelso was directed by Helms to prepare 


CIA material to be passed to the Warren Commission. 


O'Neal wrote: 
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He (Scelso) was quite sure it was not 
.the Agency's desire to make available 
to the Commission at least in this 
manner~-via the FBI—sensitive informa- 
tion-which could relate tol telephone 
taps,] (CIA“Memo for File, 12/20/63, by 
-Bircho! Neal,} included in .Soft File ,materials) * 
Ree, ( 
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* The opinion expressed by Scelso as of December 


20, 1963 was set forth on January 14, 1964 in a 
formalized fashion,” When Helms expressed his 
concern regarding exposure by the FBI of Agency 
sources to the Warren Commission. Helms wrote 
that the CIA had become aware that the FBI had 
already: 


called to the attention of the 
Commission, through its attorney, 


> 1c that we have information [(as deter- 
Wee ‘ 
Nae mined from Agency sources)] coinciding } 
A ok with thé date?when Oswald was in Mexico 
a ; City and which may have some bearing 


on his activities while in that area. 
. (CIA dissemination to FBI, 1/14/64 
» ol CIA $ CSCI=3/779/510. Fora ary-1 


~ Mr. Helms further indicated that the CIA might 

be called upon to provide additional information 
acquired from checks of CIA records and agency 
sources. He suggested that certain policies be 
employed to enable CIA to work cooperatively 
with the Commission in a manner which would Mm . ! 
protect CIA information, sources and methods. 

Among the policies articulated were two which 

Helms claimed would enable the Agency to control. 

the flow of Agency originated information. In 

this way the CIA could check the possibility of 
revealing its sources and methods inadvertantly. 

The policies articulated were: 
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The CIA policy of eliminating reference to Agency 


sensitive sources and methods is further revealed 
by examination of an Agency cable, dated January 29, 
1964, sent from CIA Headquarters to the CIA Mexico 


ae sae | * aon 
©" city Station. (CIA Doc. FOIA #398-204, 17/29/647°" 
‘ 7 


“DIR 97829) This Gane indicated that knowledge of 
Agency leuseue and cachniques was still being with- 
held from the Warren Commission, ana seaved that on 
Saturday, February’ l, 1964, the CIA was to present 
a report on Oswald's Mexico City activities to the 
Warren Commission which would be in a form 

protective of the CIA's Mexico City Station's 


sources and techniques (Ibid.) 
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1) Your Bureau not disseminate information re- 
ceived from this Agency without prior concum , «+ . 
rence — 


2) In instances in which this Agency has provided 
information to your Bureau and you consider 
that information is pertinent to the Commission's 

Hy ok interest, and/or complfments (sic) or otherwise eC. 
is pertinent to information developed or 
received by your Bureau throug other sources 
and is being provided by you to the Commission, 
you refer the Commission to this Agency. In 
such cases it will be appreciated if you will 


ae u advise us of such referral in order that we mayo. |. . 
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SPiate cavecthoresaratory steps to 
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Mr. Helms offered testimony regarding the CIA's 


reticence to inform the Warren Commisehon at least 


during. 


of the 


the initial stage of the Commission' s work, 


ee, 


CIA’ s[selepnonic: ang] photo surveillance } 


operations in Mexico city. 


The reason Foe the sensitivity of these 
telephone _taxg}: ‘and Burveillance was not 
only becye Ase it was sensitive from. the__ 
Agency' Ss ‘standpoint, ut the[velephone. 


“taps weref{running -1n onjunction’ with 


the Mexican authorities nd] therefore, 

if this had become public knowledge, 

it would have caused very bad feelings 
between[ Mexico} ‘and .the, United States, 

and that was the reason. (Exec. Sess. 
Test. of Richard Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 51-52) 
TheCIA' s nwillingness to inform the Warren 
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As noted previously, on January 31, 1964, 

the CIA provided the Warren Commission with a s 

Memorandum that chronicled Lee Harvey Oswald's 


althe Arta A 
Mexico City visit during September 26, 1963 = Seb ssh a rt4 


(CIA Doc. FOIA 4509-803 1/31/64 aoe eecie | 
October 3, 19632. ‘That--memorand not mentlonens; wate faa 
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t 7 poe 


met eo EE soe 
that Oswald's various conversations..with ehecGuban” +): mg 
and Soviet Embassy/Consulates had been[ tappéd. ‘and. 1 
aby the Agency's Mexico City’ Stati s 
subsequently ]transcribed? Furthermore, that memo- 
randum did not mention that the CIA had[tapped 


; employee Sylvia Duran and Soviet officials at the 


and] transcribed conversations between Cuban Embassy Se 
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On Februa 1-;~1964, Helms appeared before the. > 
fr nety by Aa 
Commission and beketry discussed the memorandum of 3 


SR, 


January 31, 1964. (CIA Doc. FOIA #498-204, 1/29/74, 6» ' * 
DIR 97829) On February 10, 1964, J. Lee Rankin wrote 


Helms in regard to the CIA memorandum of January 31. 


NUE. 


(JFK Doc. No. 3872 ) A review of Rankin's letter 
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indicates that as of his writing, the Warren J 3 
Commission had no substantive knowledge of [ene hore 
[telephonic survei llancd|Bpevation or the: production 

. Loe. di the tapes and ‘transcripts (“zxom-that operatio 
Rankin inquired in the February 10, 1964 letter 
whether Oswald's direct communication with employee 
of the Soviet Embassy (as stated in Paragraph 1 


He ol of January = memorandum) had been facilitated by wc 
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jue watelephone or, “interview. Manifestly, had “the Warren 


Commission been. informed of the[telephonic 
surveillance] operation and its success inftapping] 
Oswald this inquiry by Rankin would not have been 
made. 

_Raymond Rocca's testimony tends to support 
re conclusion. It was Rocca's xecollectioa thet 
between the time. period of January 1964 -- April 196 
Warren Commission's representatives had visited the 
CIA's headquarters in Langley, Virginia and had fy 
been shown various transcripts resulting fro the 
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“BCIA's ‘telephdnic surveillance]‘operations in Mexico 
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City. (HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond Rocca, 7/17/78, 


p- 89) However, Mr. Rocca did not personally make 
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this material available to Commission representa- 
tives and was not able to state under oath 

precisely the point in time at which the Warren 
Commission first learned of these Operations. (Ibid.) 


On February 19, 1964 the CIA responded to 
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Rankin's inquiry of February 10. The Agency 
response did indicate that Oswald had phoned the 
Soviet Consulate and was also interviewed at the 
Consulate. However, the Agency neither revealed 
the source of this information in its wsesoues to 
the Commission nor indicated that this source 

would be revealed by other means es, by oral 
briefing). / (Ibid..) 


Warren Commission Knowledge cf] CIA Telephonic Surveillance] 


During the period of March - April 1964, 


David Slawson drafted a series of memoranda which 


among other issues concerned Warren Commission krfgw-» * 


an 


a th 


ledge of and access to the production material 
derived from the(cra telephonic surveillance] operations 
in Mexico City. A review of these memoranda tends 


to support the Committee's belief that the Warren 


Commission, through Mssrs. Slawson, Coleman, and 
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surveillance|materials until April 9, 1964. On 


ory SS 


that date, Coleman, Slawson and Willens: metowith 


jae os 
bona the CIA's Chief tot Station in Mexico 


City, who provided chai with ‘various. eeene ieee , 
eA ee ; 
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and translations[derived oo taps 
(Slawson 


of the Cuban and Soviet Embassy/ 
een ee 22, 1964, Subject: Trip to 
\Mexico: City par) | 

= Prior t6 April 9, it appears doubtful that 
the Commission had Hediatee even partial access 
to the referenced material. Nevertheless, by March 
12, 1964, the record indicates that the Warren 
COMES STO had at. least become-aware that{the ae 
did maintain telephonic surveillance]ot the Guban 
Embassy/Consulate, | (Slawson Memorandum, March 12, 
1964, Subj: meeting with CIA representatives). 


Slawson's memorandum of March 12 reveals that. the Warren 
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CIA officials, including Richard Helms,. concerned 


BN 


Silvia Duran's arrest and interrogation by the 


Mexican Federal Police. (Slawson Memorandum of 


WE, 


April 22, 1964, pp. 3, 19, 45-46) Helms responded 
to the Count seionts request for access, stating 
that he would attempt to arrange for the Warren 
Commission's representatives to review this material. 
(Slawson Memorandum of March 12, 1964, p. 6) 

Another Slawson memorandum, dated March 25, 
1964 éonesrncd Oswald's trip to Mexico. In that memo. 
Slawson wrote that the tentative conclusions 


he had reached concerning Oswald's Mexico trip, 


a ae a Ce 


were derived from CIA memoranda of January 31, 1964 
and February 19, 1964, (Slawson Memorandun of March 


25, 1964, p. 20) and, in addition, a Mexican federal | 5 


olice summary of interrogations jucted s ort ——"a -jo 
P Y g peste $b A te pase, ak 


ut +.) Slawson wrote: 
A large part of it (the summary report) ; $ 
is simply a summation of what the Mexican 3 


police learned when they interrogated Mrs. 
Silvia.Duran, an employee of the Cuban 
Consulate in Mexico City, and is there- 
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- fore only as accurate as Mrs. Duran's ~ 
testimony to the police. (Ibid.) . ? 
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These comments indicate that Slawson placed 
qualified reliance upon the Mexican police summary. 


Moreover, there is no indication that _Slawson had 


been provided the Durainf telephonic. intercdpy] tran-. 
scripts. In fact, by virtiie” ‘Of Slawson's comments 


concerning the Mexican police report, it would 


appear that the Warren Commission, as of March 25, 
had been provided-little substantive information 
pertaining to Silvia Duran. As Slawson reveals, 

the Commission had been forced to rely upon the two 
memoranda that did not make reference to the surveil- 
lance operations, and a summary report issued by 

the mariaae Federal Police. Thus, the Agency had 
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Our present plan in passing information - 
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protect your continuing operations. Will eo: 
rely instead on statements of Silvia a 
Duran and on contents o & consular 


BAO. 
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aa no file which Soviets gaye [ODACID- ere. és 
rn ae (CIA Doc. FOIA $420-7573 0, 1964,3 
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ants, of March 27, 1964 (eraeFz} wherein he states his 


conclusion that Oswald had visited the Cuban 
i: ak lent Het errosaubly o 
ov” Embassy orf three occasions. (Ibid, pe’ 2). Phis 
conclusion, he wrote,was based upon an analysis of 


Silvia. Duran's testimony before the Mexican police. 


This memorandum bears no indication that he had 


reviewed any of the Duran transcripts. 
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they were as*of March 27, 1964. 
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The record supports the Committee’s finding 


that as of April 2, 1964 the Warren Commission had e 
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 sevies[oP{peiephonic intercepts ‘ + memorandum of 
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that date -by Coleman and Slawson, -- posed one ee 


question to the CIA and made two-requestsfor information 


from the Agency. (Slawson - Coleman Memorandum Of ne oe : & 
April 2, 1964, Subj: Questions Raised by the Ambassador v 
Mann File) Coleman and Slawson wrote: g 

1) What is the information source referred Z 


to in the November 28 telegram that 
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2) We would like to see copies of the 
transcripts [of the intercepts] translated 


if possible, inal cases where the 
ee 
[intercepts] refer to the assassination. 


or related subjects; 
3) We would especially like to see the 
[intercept] in. which the allegation that 


money was passed at the Cuban Embassy 


“is discussed (Ibid.)_ 
The question initially posed by (Item I) in 
the above-referenced memorandum of April 2 concerns 


the[ CIA telephonic intercep] of September: 27, a 


at se 37 a.m. (Slawson Memorandum of April a1; 


1964, Ds 1) Speen aft Slawson found pies necessary 
to request the source of the information, he had C3 eS 


not as yet been provided access to the original 
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Item number three of the above listing 


reveals that( the intercept ]és Jene Dorticos-Armas 
conversation of November 22, 1964, in which the 
passing of monies was discussed had not as of April 

2 been provided to the Commission. The Commission 
had specifically ponausted the Dorticos-Armas 
transcripts at a March 12, 1964 meeting between 
Commission rapraséhtatives and Agency representatives. 
(Slawson memorandum, March 12, 1964, Subj: Conference 
with CIA on March 12, 1964) 

On April 3, 1964, Coleman and Slawson expressed 
their concern for receiving complete access to all. 
materials relevant to Oswald's Mexico City trip: 

7 The most probable final result of the 
eee investigation of Oswald's activities 
in Mexico is a conclusion that he went | | 


there for the purpose of trying to reach 


Cuba and that no bribes, conspiracies, 7S fs 


etc. took place. 


-.-.in order to make such a judgment (that: 


all reasonable lines of investigation that 


might have uncovered other motivations or 
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possible conspiracies have been followed 
through with negative results), we must 


become familiar with the details of what 
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both the American and Mexican investi- 
et merican and “Mexican investi: 


gatory agencies there have done. This 
means reading their reports, after trans-— 
lation, if necessary, and in some cases 


talking with the investigators themselves. 
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(Slawson and Coleman Memorandum, April 
Co oil 731-1964, Subj: Additional lines of 


Investigation in Mexico Which May Prove 
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On April 8, David Slawson, Howard Willens, 
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| NAR, 


and William Coleman flew to Mexico City, Mexico 
to meet with the representatives of the State 


Department, FBI, CIA, and the Government of Mexico. 


NEG. NBD. 


(Slawson Memorandum, April 22, 1964, Subj: Trip- 


to Mexico City, p. 1) Prior to their departure, 


NSE. 


they met with Thomas Mann, the U.S. Ambassador to. 


Mexico during Oswald's visit to Mexico City and at 


SR, 


the time of President Kennedy's assassination. (Ibid.) 
Ambassador Mann told the Warren ecmmnaseson representa- 
tives that the CIA's Mexico City Station was actively 
engaged in photoSurveillance operations against the 


git . Soviet and Cuban Embassy /Consutates—tibid.,; p. 3) 
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Upon. the group's arrival in Mexico City, they 


were met by U.S. Ambassador Freeman, Claire Boonstra 
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and Winston Scott” ‘Of the CIA (Ibid. pp. 9-10) 
Pi tO Lo 30 eee 


That same day, during a meeting between. the SRB 5 * e 
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Commission representatives and. Win Scott, Scott made 


available to the group “actual, transeripts[of the CIA's. # 
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telephonic surveillancd.opdrations Jeccompanied aca 
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for the time period covered by Oswaidts visit 


that had resulted froh photosurvei lance of the 


Oe . b ; & 


Cuban and Soviet Embassy entrances! David Slawson 


wrote: _ . 

“wets SCOCt stated at the beginning | 
of his narrative that he intended to make 
a complete disclosure of all facts, 
including the sources of his information, 
and that he understood that all three of 
us had been cleared for TOP SECRET and 
that we would not disclose beyond the 
confines of the Commission and its 
immediate staff the information we obtain- 
ed through him without first clearing it 
with his. superiors in Washington. We 
agreed to this." (Ibid.) 


Mr. Scott described to the Commission repre- 


At Ce ckly 
sentatives the CIA's “course of action 2.5=) 5-225 


fol lowing the assassination, indicating that his 
staff immediately began to compile dossiers on 


Oswald, Duran, and everyone else throughout Mexico 


whom the CIA knew had had some contact with Oswald 


(Ibid.) Scott revealed that all known Cuban and Russian. ~ 


72 3 


intelligence agents Had “qutcKkly _ been put under 
surveillance following the assassination. Slawson 


concluded :-— . aikie 


C. @Scott“s foe aeice aid the material we 

\. were shown disclosed immediately how 

‘“\incors ect our previous information had 
Been dn aes aia le contacts with the Soviet 
and Mexica assies/” Apparently the 
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information had been subjected had 

entered some place in Washington, 


because the CIA-~information that we § 
were shown by (Scott) was unambiguous on > 


almost all the-erucial points. “We had 
previously planned to show Scott, Slawson' s 
reconstruction of Oswald's ‘probable.  —~™ 
activities at the embassies to get Scott! s 
opinion, but once we saw how badly distofted 
our information was we realized that this 
would be useless. Therefore, instead, we 
.decided to take as close notes as possible 
from the original source materials at some 


later time during our visit." (Ibid, | ,Ps 2 24) 
6 A separate Slawson menor anu ef April aL pce veaords Z 
the results of the notetaking oo original: source "s 


materials that he did following econ S- Giselosures, 
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intercepts] pertaining to the Duran and Oswald conver- 
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On November 23, 1963, FBI Special Agent Odum 


showed Marguerite Oswald a photograph of a man 


bearing no physical resemblance to her son (Warren 
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Supplied~ to-the-EBI on November 22 by the CIA's 


ae Mexico City Station latter Agency representatives 
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©»! Warren Commission Doc. 
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( Prior to the ‘assassination, ; 
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(CIA Doc. DDP4-1555, 3/78/64, 


4 - Bes, 
67) penis photograph, which was--one 


in a series resulting from the CIA's photosurveillance kee. 


“Se, sh pda 


=— against the Soviet. and Cuban Embassy 7 TE Oa 


ley had been linked by 


the Mexico City Station to Lee Harvey Oswald. (Ibid.) 


Richard-Helnis, in a sworn affidavit before the Warren 
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Oswatd. . (Warren Commission ‘aefidavit Sf Richard Ree 
of Woollen Commis! x 7Kar 458 
{> = 8/7/64, Vol. XI, pp. 469-470) 


On February 10, 


1964, Marguerite Oswald testified 


before the Warren Commission and recounted the cir- 


cumstances under which she was shown the photograph. eg 


(Warren Commission Report Vol gpiss)urs. Oswald testified 


that she believed this photograph to have been of Jack 


Ruby. (Ibid ys = 
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Thereafter, on February 12, 1964, J. Lee 
Rankin wrote to Thomas Karramesines, Assistant DDP 
requesting both the identity of the individual 


depicted in the photograph and an explanation of 


_ 


Ny 
the circumstances by which pie photograph was 


obtained by the Central Intelligence Manes 
(Letter of J..Lee Rankin, Feb. 12, 1964, JFK Doc. 
#3872) FolA S43- 283A — 
| On that same day, ina separate letter, 

Rankin wrote to DCI McCone regarding materials 
that the CIA had disseminated since November 22, 
1963 to the Secret Service but not to the Warren 
Commission. Rankin requested copies of these 
materials which inéladed three CIA cables. The 
cables concerned the photograph subesaucniny shown 
by the FBI to Oswald's mother of the individual 
originally identified by the Mexico City Station 
as Lee Harvey Oswald. (Letter of a -Lee Rankin 


Feb. 12, 1964, JFK Doc. 83872) F2y- azaA 


«K Among the materials disseminated by the CIA 


hide Host Oh, uf Poe eu jet . ’ . 
@rvice Was a November 26 dissemination. 
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and Oswaid' ‘s earlier visi ie a result the CiA was 


reluctant to make the material disseminated to 


the Secret Service available to the Warren Commission 


5 élephonic surveillance operationsfto the Commission. 


7 John Scelso testified regarding the circumstances 


surrounding the eventual explanation given to the 


Commission .recounting the evigisa of the photograph in 


question. Scelso stated: 


"We did not initially disclose to the 
Warren Commission all of our technical. 
operations. --In other words, we did not 
-initially disclose to them that we had 
' photosurveillance because the November | 
photo’ we had” (of MMM) was not of Oswald. 
Thererore it did not mean pay chen i you 


see?"5 H OCA Class Depe of Sohn 3, 5f/of73 pisé j 


Mr. Goldsmith: ...SO the Agency was making a unilateral 
decision that this was not relevant to the Warren 


Commission.clknd 


Scelso: Right, we were not authorized, at first, 
to reveal all our technical operations. 
(HSGd-ChessT“DEpOT“UL “TUT SCETsons7 T6778, 
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Similarly, the possible disclosure of the photosurveillance’ 
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operations to the Warren Commission had also” bégun to cause 


concern within the Agency. 
A, 
& ell On March 5, 1967, Raymond Rocca wrote in an 


NST, 


internal memorandum to Richard Helms that: "we have 

a problem here for your determination." Rocca 

outlined Angleton's desire not to respond directly \ 
to Rankin's request of February 12 regarding the CIA \ 
Material forwarded to the Secret Service since | 


oie: A. 
November: 23, 19645 Rocca then stated: 


ae 


"Unless you feel otherwise, Jim would 
prefer to wait out the Commission on the 
Matter covered by paragraph 2 (of the 
above-referenced February 12 letter to McCone ! 
requesting access to CIA reports provided : 

2% 7ethe Secret Service after November 22, 1963, H 
§JFK Doc> F982) If they come back on this ; 


Se oa point he feels that you, or someone from ‘ 
here, should be prepared to go over to SOW ae a 
the, Commission the material rather than pass eo of * 


then to them in copy. Incidentally, none H 
of these items are of new substantive | 
interest. We have either passed the material 

in substance to the Commission in response to ’ 
earlier levies or the items refer to aborted 

leads, for example, the famous six photographs / 
which are not of Oswald..." IA Doc. FOIA 
#579-250, 3/5/64;)see also HSCA Classified — 
Deposition of Jdmes Angleton, 10/5/78, pp.:;3i-/s= 
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On March Lee 1964, representatives of the 
Warren Commission and the CIA confered regarding 
the February 12 request for the materials forwarded 
to the Secret Service by the i ecse & _ (hetter of 
J. Lee Rankin March 16, 1964, JFK os # 3872, Slawson . 
Memorandum, March 12, 1964) 
The record indicates that the Commission at 
the March 12 meeting pressed for access to the : Q 
Slar> Soe. En st EL i~ ‘laste: raed 
Secret Service materials. Rankin wrote to Helms 
on March 16 that it was his understanding that the 
CIA would supply the Commission with a paraphrase of 
each report or communication pertaining to the Secret 


Service materials "with all indications of your 


confidential communications techniques and confidential 
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sources deleted. WYou will also afford SUBSE SOG eee 
our staff working in this area an opportunity to : 


review the actual file so that: tyey may give assuranc 2 


that the paraphrases arecomplete." (LEEtGr Of APE : 
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Rankin, March 16, 1964, paragraph 2, JFK Doc. No. 3872) —— 


Rankin further indicated that the same 
procedure was to be followed regarding any material 


in the possession of the CIA prior to November 22, 
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1963 which had not as yet been furnished because 


it senternad sensitive sources and methods. (Ibid.,. 
par. 3) f 
-Helms posponded to Rankin's March 16 letter 
on March 24 (POIR-F 622-258) by two separate 
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communications. (CIA Doc. DDP4-1554, hereinafter CDF 631, 
Fata 5a 2SF 


°3/24/64, CIA Doc., DDP4-1555, 3/24/64, CD 674 hereinafter) 


CD 631 provided the Commission with a copy of the 
October 10, 19463 CIA dissemination to FBI, State Dept., 
INS and Navy Dept. (and to the Secret Service on 
22 Nov.) regarding Lee Harvey Oswald and his, presence - 
Ceplusl ) 

at the Soviet Consulate in Mexico City. aoe response 
further revealed that on October 23, 1964, CIA had 

the Navy 


requested two copies of the most recent photograph 


of Oswald in order to check the identity of the person 
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believed to be oswaia. in Mexico City: "Furthermore, 


the CIA eeateas though it did not indicate when, that 
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' 


available on November 23, 1963,7 


photogray. 


& 
CD 674 reveals that on Nov. 22, 1963 immediately follows 
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the AS SAS SADE EOD oe P don VaR Er 23, 1963, three 


cabled reports were recéived at CIA headquarters 


from the CIA Mexico City Station regarding photographs 


of an unidentified-man“who had visited the Cuban and 
Soviet Embassies during October and November 1963. 


Parapnhrases of these cables, not revealing sensitive 
avg 


sources and methods, were attached to CD s7f, ° the 
Agency wrote that the subject of the photo referenced 
in these cables was not Oswald. It was further 

stated that: | 


"In response to our meeting of 12 March and 
your memo of 16 March?i/Stern and, Willens 

4 yee review at Langley the original copies 
of these # diss@minations to the Secret 
Service and the cables On which they were 
based, as well as the photdés?of the unidenti- 
fied man_"_ (CIA-Dee:—DDP4=1555 CD634, 24 
March 1964) Pothet artin ourtiles (0. 


.On March 26, William Coleman wrote in a memorandum 


for the record: 


"The CIA directed a memorandum to J. Lee Rankin 


oneMarch24;-19¢4 (Commission Document No. 631) 


in which’ it-set Forth .the dissemination of 


the information on Lee Harvey Oswald. I raklive ‘ 


that this memorandum is only a partial answer 
to our inquiry to the CIA dated March 16, 1964 
and I hope that the complete answers will give’ 
us the additional information we requested." 
(Memorandum of William Coleman, March 2k, 1964) 


Coleman went on to state: 


"As you know, we are still trying to get an 
explanation of the photograph which the FBI 
showed Marguerite Oswaid soon after the 
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assassination. I hope that paragraph 4 
ok of the memorandum of March 24, 1964 
&) 0 [cp 631] sent Mr. Rankin by the CIA 
is not the answer which the CIA intends 
to give us as to this inquiry." (Ibid.) 
eth a7? 
The following day, as agreed by Warren Commission 


and Agency representatives, Samuel Stern of the 


Commission visited CIA para geewee in eb 


ETE oe YS Se FUL ee oy 7. Bid iti, abe? : ag 


Virginia. 


Sterns' aenoTenean of his visit reveals that 


¢ 


Ti: 


he reviewed Oswald's file with Raymond Rocéa. Stern 


indicated that Oswald's frie contained those materials 


furnished previously to the Warren Commission by 


the ctal the file also contained: 


roe wei Satin hew: co 


"Cable reports* of November. 22 and-Nevernber 


1493 
23, from—the-CIA's Méxieo-city—stetion Leet ig 
a pwsen By eee BE 
relating to the photograpis of ‘eee eneeuat i= 
wee Chan Wik Gey OT Eyre his ty Autry O Ctorne Ad fer 2, Eye. BS 


fied~individual-mistakenly-believed-to-be 


ioc | 1S wh, PN, 


‘ ~ 
4 cy 
fe ow 


LeeHarvey Oswald ‘and thé reports on thdse 


: ee C/A é 
cables furnished on November 23, 1963 om : 
T maf nh SSag0e are ot AAS > prc — . PF 

the Secret Service by—the-eia," (Memorandum z 
aay Posse : >. ys gate 7 cece {e532 RE MB i tance or . 
of Samuel seern—March 277-1964) ; & 
Stern noted that these messages were accurately _ 7 


paraphrased in the attachments to cD 674 provided the 


A Parayerpn 4 of cd 31 5 tded thik CIA Concludecl ER 
pinere rae oF anideptiFieh 1 ALi Zinta Aid hot Lep icT— 


Ss b ete siteati ay PRetacechs 2) of Co wuith % 
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cinereus 
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Warren comftensilérr-<entaletcncmerts}96 47 He also 


(ore 


reviewed the october 3, 1963 cable from CIA' Ss 


GD 


Mexico City Station to © CIA headquarters 
eéodetita a edi contact with the Soviet Embassy 
in Mexico city tn addition, Stern examined the 
October 10, 1963 cable from CIA headquarters to 
the Mexico City Station reporting background imgors 
mation on Oswald." (Ibid.) Stern recorded 
that . these messages were 
LO FER 
ol paraphrased accurately Po ice eS in the CIA's January 

31 memo to the Warren Commission reporting Oswald's 
Mexico City trip.v bia 

Lastly, Stern noted that Rocca provided him 
for his review a computer printout of the references 
to Oswald-related documents prey in the Koeheu's 


eg nae 
electronic data storage system: He rats "there is 


Ley 6 « no item listed en-the—printeut which {the Warren Com-. 


Le 


(Ses 4 here ; : ; 
(5 . mission| mes not been given either in full text or. 


As M > ° 
paraphrased." (Ibid..) 


Thus, by the 27th of March, a Warren Commission 
representative had been apprised of the circumstances 


surrounding the mysterious photograph. 
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poe Luisa Calderon 

Approximately five hours after President | 
Kennedy's assassination a Cuban government employee 
in Mexico City named "Luisa" received a i anata 


ike 20 re ees 


oh 
call from ah ynidentitiea man speaking Spanish. 
W642. Zz 
eis (ern be FO Sp Lif 27/63% 173-615, attectment) 


[this call had been intercepted and recorded by the 
(CIA's Mexico City’ Station as the result of its 
LIENVOY (tel. tap) operation] (Ibid.) The Mexico 
City Station,as subsequently reported to CIA 
headquarters, identified the Luisa of the conversa- 
tion as Luisa Calderon, who was then employed in 
the Commercial Attache's office at the Cuban Consu- 
late. (Ibid.) 
“During the course of the conversation, the 
unidentified caller asked Luisa if she had heard 
(of the assassination) er a 


the latest news. Luisa replied in a joking tone: 
PR 


"Yes, of course, I knew almost before Kennedy." 


(Ibid.) saat 
CLA’ s: . 
Paraphrasing the S eeiucuate intercepd] transcript, 


it states that the caller “EStd-tisa~ as the person 
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apprehended for Kennedy's slaying was the 


"President of one of the Committees of the Fair 


izid are 
Play for Cuba." Luisa replied that she also knew 
bk 
this y Luisa inquired whether the person being 


Tat 
a4 FF 
Ly 


held for the killing was a "gringo. The unidenti- 


aor 


fied caller replied, "yes." Luisa told her caller 
that she had learned nothing else about the assassina- 


tion and that she had eons about the assassination 
~ ler . 
only a little while ago. The unidentified caller 


commented: 


We think that if it had been or had 
seemed...public or had been one of 
the segregationists or against 

- intergration who had killed Kennedy, 
then there was, let's say, the 
possibility that a sort of civil 
war would arise in the United States; 
that contradictions would be sharvened... 
who knows per-A 


Luisa responded: 


Imagine, one, two, three and now, that 
makes three. (She laughs.) (Tidy sp. 2} Pe 


Raymond Rocca, in resvonse to a 1975 Rocke- 
feller Commission request for information on a 
‘ possible Cuban conspiracy to assassinate President 


Kennedy wrote regarding Calderon's comments: 
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aa 
$ 
YUE, 


Latin hyperbole? Boastful ex post facto 2% 
suggestion of foreknowledge. This is the. ae ae 
only item in thef[intercept cover au) of 
the Cubans and Soviets aftér the aSsassina- in 
tion that contains the suggestion of fore~ Mi~ 

‘knowlege of expectation. (CIA Doc., a 
Memorandum of Raymond Rocca for DC/OPS, eo 


5/23/75, PB. 15)* (see p,SSa for R) : 


Standing by itself, Luisa Calderon's cryptic 


a 
a 
1% 
e $ 
cae, 
« Sie 


comments do not merit serious attention. Her words 


may indeed indicate foreknowledge of the assassina- 


Sa Yes 


tion but may equally be interpreted without such a 

Sinister implication. Nevertheless, the Committee . , : 

has determined that Luisa Calderon's case should 

have merited serious attention in the months following s: 

the assassination. | 
In connection. with the assassination, ee eae 


Ke. 5¢ Calderon's name first surfaced on November 27, 1967 


in a cable sent by then Ambassador Mann to ate care 
5 Feed ee: 


(3) .ii Department (CIA Doc. DIR 85573, 11/27/63). Mm » ' « 


In that. cable Mann stated: 


“...Washington should urgently consider 
feasibility of requesting Mexican authorities 
to arrest for interrogation: Eusebio Azcue, 
Luisa Calderon and Alfredo Mirabal. The two 
men are Cuban national and Cuban consular 
officers. Luisa Calderon is a secretary 
in Cuban Consulate here." (bid.) 
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*Regarding the issue of whether Calderon's comments > 
could reasonably be interpreted to indicate possible 
foreknowledge, the CIA position is as follows: 


During the Rockefeller Commission inquiry, 
Sppeeans Ss conversation was identified 

oot Seay item of information from 

Agency' s] Cuban and Soviet [:elephone } 
TER en on might suggest foreknowledge 
of a plot to assassinate the American Presi- 
dent. This involves a faulty translation of an 
answer Calderon gave to her caller. In answer 
to the latter's question as to whether she 
had heard the latest news, Calderon said: 
"Si, claro, me entere casiantes que Kennedy." 
The verb entere 1S mistranslated. Me entere 
(the first person of the verb enterarsede, 
past tense) should be translated as -Il found 
out (or I learned) /about it -- the assassination/ 
almost before Kennedy /did7." In other words, 
Calderon was saying she heard about the shooting 
of Kennedy almost at the time the event took 
place..." (CIA Doc., Memorandum Regarding 
Luisa Calderon conversation, p.l). 


aft The Committee fundamentally disputes the 
narrow interpretation of Calderon's comments 
i{#, assigned by the Agency. It is the Committee's 

ee * position that translation of Me Entere as 

oa either "I found out" or "I learned about" a) ect 
does not foreclose interpretation of Calderon's 
comments as a suggestion on her part of possible 
foreknowledge of President Kennedy's assassination. 
The jnterpretation, ;nang eek, s should hae icon | eft to 
He judg sat ettheiBarren Comméssio sn st Mec la 


‘ esas. Resid) : Sank. Va. ai ea. 
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This cable does not state the basis for 
arresting Calderon. * “However, the CIA's copy of this 
cable bears a handwritten notation on its Poueeng: 
page. That notation states: "Info from Amb Mann 
for Sec Rusk re: ...persons involved with Oswald 
in Cuban SPAREN” os Mann went on to state in urgent 

at terms: "They may quiekly be returned to Havana in 
order to eliminate any possibility that Mexican 
9) o \Sovernment could use them as witnesses." (Zbid.) 
| According to CIA'files, Calderon made 


reservations to return to Havana on Cubana Airlines on 


December ll, 1963, less than four weeks after the 


-assassination. (CIA Doc. CSCI-316/01783-65, 4/26/63) 
As a Calderon, Azcue and Mirabal were not arrested 
nor detained for questioning by the Mexican federal 


were? . 
police. However, Silvia Duran, a friend and associate 


of Calderon's and the one person believed to have Pee 


MRAR fo Rot een Leds ™ 4 moti ivathon phen 1 ery eurer ay tt Comm tif 
ee ae Committee's belief that Mann was prompted : 
to request the arrest of Calderon.on the basis of p32 
Gilberto Alvarado Ugarte's allegation that Calderon 
- Was present at the Cuban Embassy when Oswald 
was allegedly given a sum of money presumably to 
carry out the assassination of President Kennedy. 
i (CIA Doc. DDP4~ me Tahy 1 June 1964, Attachment C) | 
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i =f (CIA Doc. DDP4- -0940, 2/21/64) The information regarding 
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Mexican police on two separate occasions. (CIA e 
; Pe OF 27 a8) | 
~ Doc. DIR 84950, LL/23/63; CIA: Does DIR 6547157 - << Jen 2 sos 
11/27/63) 
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tis 


had repeated contact with Oswald. while he was in 


Mexico City, was arrested and questioned by the 


During her second interrogation, Duran was 
questioned regarding her association with Calderon. 
There is no indication in the reinterrogation report 


= 


accounting for the ques Eeoptag of Duran about Calderon. 


a a 55) ae 
Dé = gem = 


Duran's interrogation was passed to the Warren Commission 
on February 21; i964, more than two months after 
Calderon had returned to Cuba. (Ibid.) 

Information was reported to the CIA during 
May 1964, rom a Cuban defector, tying Luisa 
Calderon to the Cuban apeeLls genes apparatus. The Fy e *. 
defector, (Avot UG- ey was himself a Cuban Intelligence 


Officer who supplied valuable and highly reliable 


information to the CIA regarding Cuban Intelligence 


operations. (CIA Doc., Memorandum of Joseph Langosch 


to Chief, Office of Security, 6/23/64) Calderon's 
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ties to Cuban intelligence were reported to the Warren 
Commission on June 18, 1964. (CIA Doc. FOIA #739-319, 
6/19/64) However, the Committee has determined from 
its review that the CIA did not provide Calderon's 


conversation of November 22 to the Warren Commission. 
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Consequently, even though the Warren Commission was aware that. 
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WER 


Calderon nad connections to intelligence work, 
as did other Cuban Embassy officers, the vital 
Link between her piccesuna and her comments 
was never. established for the Warren Commission 
by the CIA. The Agency's oversight: in ai 
regard may have forclased the Commission from ~ 
actively pursuing a lead of great SiGnietesnee:. 


Calderon's.201 file reveals that she 7 


C 

arrived in Mexico City from Havana on vanuary ney , 

1963, carrying Cuban Passport EOS 11s Her date 

of birth was believed to be 1940 (CIA Doc. Dispatch 
KA dume (95% 


HMMA21612, no_date-given) Calderon's presence in 


Mexico City was first reported by the CIA on July 


15, 1963 in a dispatch from the CIA's Miami field 
office to the CIA's Mexico City station and to the ee é 
Chief of the CIA's Special Affairs Staff (for Cuban 


a? 
Operations). (CIA Doc. Dispatch] JFGA}10095, 7/15/63) 


That dispatch had attached to it a report containf&g » ° a 
biographic data on personnel then assigned to the 


Cuban Embassy in Mexico City. At vage three of the 


NSE, 


ttached report Luisa Calderon was listed as Secretary 


of the Cuban Embassy's commercial office. The 
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notation indicated that a report was pending on 


No such report is present 


Calderon. (Ibid., p. 3 of attachment) ‘The in Calderon's. 
201 File. . 
Agency has attempted, without success, to locate ; 


the report. 


Luisa Calderon's association with the Cuban 
DGI was first{recorded by the cIa]on May 5,, 1964. 


4 


(CIA Doc.“Blind Memorandum of[ Harold Gwehsor ‘FOIA 


Chief of Counterintelligence for the Special Affairs 
Staff, reported the Beets of his debriefing of 

the Cuban defector, AMMUG-1. The memorandum stated 
that ‘AMMUG-1 had no direct knowledge of Lee Harvey 
Oswald or his activities but was able to provide | 
items of interest based upon the comments of certain 


Cuban Intelligence Service officers. (Ibid.) Specificaliy, 


-AMMUG-1 was asked if Oswald was known to the:Cuban 


intelligence services before November 23, 1963. 

PR o ‘ Ey 
AMMUG-1 told Langosch “Prior to October 1963, Oswald 
visited the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City-on two or 


three occasions. Before, during and after these 


visits, Oswald was in contact with the Direccion 
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General De Intelligencia (DGI), specifically 
with Luisa Calderon, Manuel Vega. Perez, and 
Rogelio Rodriguez Lopez." (Ibid.) 

Langosch thereafter wrote that Calderon's 
precise relationship to the DGI was not clear. 
As a comment to this sbatemene he set forth the 
CIA cable and dispatch traffic which recorded her 
arrival in Mexico during January 1963 and departure 
for Cuba within one month after vie assassination. 
(Ibid.) 

On May 7, 1964, Langosch recorded additional 
information he had elicited from AMMUG~-1 regarding 
Oswald's possible contact with the DGI. (CIA Doc 

K pora 687-295, attach. ¥, 5/7/64) Paragraph 3 of 


this memorandum. stated in part: 
"a. Luisa Calderon, since she returned 
to Cuba, has been paid a regular 
salary by the DGI even though she 
has not performed any services. oy 
Her home is in the Vedado section 
where the rents are high. 
b. Source (AMMUG) has known Calderon 
for several years. Before going 
to Mexico, she worked in the 
Ministry of Exterior Commerce 
in the department which was known 
uf as the “Empres@ Transimport." 
Her title was Secretary General 
of the Communist Youth in the 
department named in the previous 
sentence. (Ibid.) SECR ET 
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On May 8 Langosch — further disclosea “me s 


a 


@,¢ knowledge of the Oswald case. (Ibid, attach. 3) 


Langosch paraphrased AMMUG's. knowledge of Calderon 


as. follows: 


I thought that Luisa Calderon might have- 
had contact with Oswald because I learned 
about 17 March 1964, shortly before I made 

a trip to Mexico, that she had been 

involved with an American in Mexico. The 
information to which I refer was told to 

me by a DGI case officer... I had commented . 
to (him) that it seemed strange that Luisa 
Calderon was receiving a salary from the 

DGI although she apparently did not do 

any work for the Service. (The case officer) 
told me that hers was a peculiar case and 
that he himself believed that she had been 
recruited in Mexico by the Central Intelligence 
Agency although Manuel Pineiro, the Head 

of the DGI, did not agree. As I recall, 

(the case officer) had investigated Luisa 


_ Calderon. This was because, during the time 


she was in Mexico, the DGI had intercepted 
a letter to her by an American who signed 
his name OWER (phonetic) or something 
Similar. As you know, the pronunciation 
of Anglo-Saxon names is difficult in 


Spanish s so tT I am not... sure of how the name 
“mentioned by” (Hefnandezi should be spelled. 


It could have\peen—"Howard”" or something 2 
different. As I understand the matter, 
the letter from the American was a love 
letter but indicated that there was a 
clandestine professional relationship 
between the writer and Luisa Calderon. 

I also understand from (tne case officer) 
that after the interception of the letter 
she had been followed and. seen in the 
company of an American. I do not know if 
this could have been Cswald...(Ibid.) 
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On May 11, Raymond Rocca wrote a memorandum 


to Director Richard Helms regarding the information 


AS f : 


ad elicited from AMMUG (CIA Doc. FOIA 687-295; 
5/11/64, Rocca Memorandum) Rocca proposed enae "the 
DDP in person or via a designee, perferably the 
former, discuss the AMMUG-1 situation on a very 
restricted basis aie Mr. Rankin at his earliest 
convenience either at the Agency or at the Commission 
headquarters. Until this takes place, it is not 
desirable to put anything in eae. (Ibid. p. 2)- 

On May 15, 1964, Helms wrote Rankin seuseaine 
AMMUG's information about the Der, indicating its 
sensitivity and operational significance. (CIA Doc. 
FOIA 697-294, 5/15/64, Helms Memorandum) Attached 
to Helms' communication. was a paraphrased accounting 
of Langosch's May 5 memorandum. (Ibid.) In that 
attachment the intelligence associations of Manuel 
Vega Perez and Rogelio Rodriguez Lopez were set forth? 
However, that attachment made no reference whatsoever 


to Luisa Calderon. 


Howard Willens of the Warren Commission 


requested as a follow-up: to the May 15 memorandum, 
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access to the adegid used in Langosch's 
Gatereegacion of ANG. (CIA. Doc. ‘FOIA 739- -316, 6/19/64, 
Memorandum) On June 18, 1964 penne Dooley of | 
Rocca!s Gounterintelligence feasearch and Analysis 
Group took the questions and AMMUG's responses to 
the Warren Commission's offices for Willen's review. 
Willens saw Langosch's May 5 memorandum. The only | 
mention of Calderon was as follows: “The precise. 
eereeioachis of Luisa Calderon £5 the DGI is not 
clear. She spent about six months in Mexico from 
which she returned to Cuba early in 1964." (Ibid.) 
However, Willens was not shown Langosch's 
Memoranda, of May 7 and May 8, 1964 which contained 
eR more detailed information | on Luisa Calderon, 
including her possible association with Lee Harvey 
Oswald and/or meet ean intelligence 2. (IDLGT Ye, 
The Warren: ‘Commission as of June 19, 1964, 

had little if no reason to pursue the Luisa Caldestn 


lead. It had effectively been denied significant 


* It should be noted that these memoranda of May 5, 
7, 8, 11 and June 19 with attachments, are not 
referenced in the Calderon 201 file. (See CIA 
Computer printout of Calderon 201 file) Their 
existence was determined by the Committee's 


independShassification: other agency files. 
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background information. This denial may have 
impeded or prevented the Commission's pursuit 

of Calderon's povéntial relationship to Oswald. 

and the assassination of President Kennedy. But 
even if the Warren Sonu see6q had learned 

of Calderon's background and possible contact with 
Oswald it still had been denied the one significant 
piece of information that might haveraised its 
interest in Calderon to a more serious level. The 


Warren Commission was. never told about Calderon's 


conversation of November 22, 1964. 
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: ead : “~ 
reference to the conversation nor does it indicate-~ 


that it was ever made known to or provided the. 


(CIA Comput 


Warren Commission for its analysis. 


print-out of Calderon 201 file) 


In an efrort. to 


treated the Calderon conversation this Committee 
posed the following questions to the CIA: 


l. Was the Warren Commission or any Warren 
Commission staff member ever given access 
to the transcript of a telephone conversa- 
tion, dated November 22, 1963, between a _ 
female employee of the Cuban Embassy / 
Consulate in Mexico City, identified 
as Luisa, and an unidentified male speak, 
ing from outside the Cuban Embassy/Con- _ 
sulate? If so, please indicate when 
this transcript was provided to the Warren 
Commission or its staff, which CIA official 
provided it, and which Warren Commission 
members or staff reviewed it. 


2..Was the Warren Commission or any member 
of the Warren Commission or any Warren 
Commission staff member ever informed 
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orally or in writing of the substance of the’ 
above-referenced conversation of November 22, 
1963? If so, please indicate when and 

in what form this information was provided, 
and which CIA official provided it. (HSCA 
request letter of August 28, 1978) 


The CIA responded by. memorandum: 


"Although the (Mexico City) - Station considered 
the conversation Of sufficient possible 
interest to send a copy to headquarters, 
the latter apparently did nothing with 
it, for there appears to be no record in the 
Oswald file of such action as may have 
been taken. A review of those Warren 
Commission documents containing information 
provided by the Agency and still bearing a 
Secret or Top Secret classification does 
not reveal whether the conversation was 
given or shown to the Commission." 

(CIA Doc., Memorandum Regarding Luisa 
Calderon conversation, p. 1) 


The available evidence thus supports the 
conclusion that the Warren Commission was never 
given the information nor the opportunity by 
which it could evaluate Luisa Calderon's 
significance to the events surrounding President 
Kennedy's assassination. Had the Commission been 
expeditiously provided this evidence of her. 
intelligence background, association with Silvia 
Duran, and her comments following the assassination, 
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amd the cuban ¢oxe ernme Died HoRRBA LE involvement in 


a conspiracy to assassinate President Kennedy. . 


@wo difficult issues remain which are raised 
by the Committee's finding. First, why didn't 

: the Agency provide the Calderon conversation to the 
: Warren Commission; sa why didn't the Agency 


reveal to the Warren Commission its full knowledge | 


ae or 


of Calderon' Ss intelligence background, her possible. 


sppeere es 
knowledge- -Of Oswald and her possible connection to 


ee ition / 
the CIA or some other American intelligence apparatus. 


‘Gm. “ER “A “GR Gua. 


The first question can be explained in benign 
terms. It is reasonably ‘poseibic that by sheer 
oversight the conversation was filed away and not 
" recovered or recollected until after the Warren 
Commission had completed its investigation and 


See Pp OD) Ciccles poche AS Foetnste her t69 
published its report. (See above CIA explanation) 


As for the Agency's withholding of information 
concerning Calderon's intelligence background, the 


record reflects that the Commission was merely *@ » °* 


NSH, 


informed that Calderon may have been a,member of 


NG? aap | 
the DGI. (CIA Doc. 5/5/64 ™ pereon Nenoreidun) 


swan. 


The memoranda which provided more extensive examina- 


tion of her intelligence background were not made 
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available for the Commission's review. Significantly, 
the May 8 memorandum Weereee AICS Langosch 
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AMMUG—- “} and a second Cuban tater isence officer 


; : 2 vy z aie 
FOIA 687-295, attach S, 5/8/64) It is possible ee ea 


that this information was not provided the decent 
Commission either because there was no basis in a 
fact for the sr egae ion or because the allegation 
was of substantive concern to the Agency. If the 
allegation were true, the consequences for the CIA 
would hav een serious. It would have demonstrated 


os S3 
that aSCIA operative, well placed in the Cuban BeSe eye: 


PP a a ae ee a ae 


may ets possessed information prior Eo the assassina- 


tion: RegatainG Oswald and/or his. relationship to the 


Cuban Intelligence Service , and that Services 


possible involvement in a conspiracy to assassinate 
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& 3 an 


Classification: 9000390 


Ute. 


Classified by derivation: 


et ae 


. Classification: 


(This: form is to be used for material - extracted 
from ClA—controlled documents.) 


However, there are indications that such contact 
’ between Calderon and the Agency was contemplated. 
A September 1, 1963.CIA dispatch from the Chief 
of the Special Affairs Staff to the CIA's Chief 
of Station in Mexico City states in part: 
-..-Luisa Calderon has a sister eeeraine 
in Reynosa, Texas, married to an American 
of Mexican descent. If (CIA asset) can 
further identify the sister, our domestic 
exploitation section might be in a posi- 
tion to follow up on this lead...Please 
levy the requirement on (CIA asset) at 
2 the next opportunity. (CIA Doc. HMMW- 
Ad oi 41935, 9/1/63) 
-An earlier CIA dispatch from the CIA Chief > 
of Station in Mexico City to the Chief of the CIA's 


Western Hemisphere Division records that: ~ 


[wiitredo of ]the Cuban Consulate, (Tampico, ] 
reported that Luisa Calderon has a sister 
residing in Reynosa, Texas...Luisa may go 
up to the border to visit her sister soon-- 
or her mother may make the trip--details 
not clear (CIA Doc. HMMA 21849, July 31, 


‘Classified by derivation:. 


a a aN 


ee ee a N 


1965) 
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At the very least, the above dispatches PBs '  » 
evidenced an interest in the activities of Calderon 
and _ her family. Whether this interest took 
the Foes of a clandestine-agent relationship is 
not revealed by Calderon's 201 file. | ; 
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The Committee has duced Davide? Ronis, the 
author of the above cited dispatch requesting 
that Calderon's sister be contacted by the CIA's 


“domestic exploitation section." (HSCA Class... 


Sy 


Staff Interview of David Ronis, 8/31/78) “Ronis 

was a member of the CIA's Spécial Affairs. Staff 

at the time he wrote the dispatch. He worked 
principally at CIA headquarters and was responsible 
for recruitment and handling of gents for collection 
of intelligence data. “Mr. Ronis when interviewed 
by this Committee, aed that part of his responsi- 
bility was to scour the Western Hemisphere division 
“for operational leads related to the work of the 
Special Affairs staff. Ronis recalled that he 
Seema lly would send requests to CIA field seaciany 
for information or leads on various persons. Often 


he would receive no response to these requests, 


which normally.indicated that no follow-up had Bs 


either been attempted or successfully conducted. 
Lt fs Ronis' recollection that the above-cited 
aguasele eioio eaion section was a task force 
within the Special Affairs Staff. He also stated 


that in 1963 the CIA's Domestic Contacts Division 
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might have been. requested to locate Luisa Calderon's 


f ’ 
sister! Ronis told the Committee that he had no 


recollection of recruiting any person associated 


with the Cuban Intelligence Service. He did recall 


that he had recruited women to perform tasks for 


the Agency. However, he did not recall ever recruiting 


any employees of the Cuban Embassy/Consulate in 


Mexico City. Finally, Mr. Ronis stated that he had 


no recollection that Luisa Calderon was associated 


‘with the CIA. (Ibid.) 


Various present and former CIA representatives 


were queried whether Luisa Calderon had ever been 
associated with the CIA. The uniform answer was 
that no one recalled such an association. (Cites: 


Exec. Sess. Test. of Richard Heims, 8/9/78, p. 136; 


-HSCA Class. Depo. of Raymond Rocca, 7/17/78, p. 148; 


HSCA Staff Interview of Joseph Langosch, 8/21/78, 


Xx 


é gt ti FAP 
| Piccolo, Interview offuy = *' . Pe 
Thus, the Agency's file on Calderon and the 


testimony of former CIA employees have revealed no 
connection between Calderon and the CIA. Yet, as 
indicated earlier, this file is incomplete;the 
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This Committee's investigation of Luisa 


dad that a defector from the cuban . 


Calderon has reveale 
Intelligence Services provided the CIA with signi- 


ficant information about Lee Harvey Oswald's contacts 


This defector WaS 227) TA 
= ee 


l hereinafter). 


with the DGI in Mexico City. 
assigned the CIA cryptonym AMMUG-1L (A- * 


CIA files reveal that. A-l defected from the 


DGI on April 21, 1964{ in Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada.} 


When he defected, A-1 possessed 4 number of DGI 


documents which were subsequently turned aver to 


the CIA. (CIA poc.[orra rn 68894, 4/24/64) be 
Nae oe" ¥ o- €- 
a CIA officer, Joseph H. 


e, 


Following his defection, 


went |to Canada |to meet A- 


L's travel into the United Ss 


: Langosch, 1, debrief him, 


Neath, 


and arrange for A- tates. 


1964, 22 reels of Langosch's 


(Ibid.) On May 1, . 
« * . . . a be 
*Tt is now known that A-1 did provide signi tiaans heren ) a 
leads to the CIA regarding Luisa Calderon” t 1s 
fur erg seattle that little of this information . 
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debriefing of A= -l—were forwarded to[thefinves. "of: 


@ ale Station in Ottawa]. ‘capaa. | (CIA Doc. Dispatch ocBA 
7763, 5/1/64) Effective on May 1, A-l was under 
_ contract with the CIA for operational purposes. 
QDre (CIA Doc. Contract Approving Officer Memo, 4/6/64) 
{B | 


y June 23, 1964, Langosch was convinced ‘that A-L 


would be of great value to the Agency. He eeauads 


There is no. question in my mind that 
AMMUG-1 is a bona fide defector or 
that he has furnished us with accurate 
and valuable information concerning 
Cuban intelligence operations, staffers, ' 
and agents. (CIA Doc. Langosch Memo to , 
Director of Security, 6/23/64) 


ee ee 


As an officer of the DGI, A-l from August of | 
1963 until his defection was assigned to the DGI's 
C. Illegal Section B (CIA Doc.[ [gerd] rx 68894 4/24/64) 
whicn was responsible fOr: éveinine agents for 
assignment in Latin America. His specific responsi- 
bility pertained to handling of agent operations | 
in El Salvador. (CIA Doc. Personal Record Quest#@n- » 
@se » naire 6/4/64; CIA Doc. [osed] in 68894 4/24/64) 
A-l identified for the CIA the Cuban Intelli- 
gence officers assigned to Mexico City. Langosch 
described A-1's enowieager a2 DGI operations in 


Mexico as follows: 
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In Mexico City, he knows who the 
intelligence people are. One is the 
Cuban Consul Alfredo Mirabal. He is 
called the Chief of the Centre. That 
is his title but he is actually the 
intelligence chief, or at least he 
was until the 16th of April at which 
time a replacement was sent to Mexico 
to take over. This fellow's name is 
Manuel Vega. The source says that 
the Commercial attache whose name is. 

' Ricardo Tapia or Concepcion (he is 
not sure which is an intelligence 
officer) and another one is Rogelio. 
{ I might say that some of these names 
are familiar to me.) (Langosch debriefing 
of A-1, 4/30/64, p. 5 of reel 4, 4/23/64) 


Thus, A~l was able to provide the CIA soon 
after his defection with accurate information 
regarding DGI operations and DGI employees ine 
Mexico City. we En gact frm pla 

The Committee has reviewed the CIA's files 
concerning A-1l. This examination was undertaken 
to aseceniees 1) whether A-l had provided any 
valuable investigative leads to the CIA pertaining: 
to the assassination of President Kennedy; and 2)f% 
whether, 1f£ such leads were provided, these leads 
and/or other significant inkouaxeion were made 


available to the Warren Commission. 
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The Committee's initial review of the 

. Materials provided by the CIA to the Warren 
Commission did not disclose the existence of the 
AMMUG files. However ,. the Committee did during 
the ecules of its review examine a file containing 
material passed to the Rockefeller Commission. That 
file made reference to A-1l. Included in this 
file was a memorandum of May 5, 1964 written by 
Joseph Langosch which concerned information A-1l 
provided about the Oswald case. (CIA Doc. FOIA 68-290 
Langosch Memorandum, 5/5/64) Also contained within 
this file were the A-l debriefing memorando. of 

May 7, and May 8, 1964 previously cited with regard 


to Luisa Calderon. (CIA Doc. FOIA 7687-295, attach's 


4 


if ‘ 
2'" 2 and 5) Following review of the memoranda, the 


Committee requested access to all CIA files 
. or 
concerning referring to A-l. 


From review of these materials the Commi tted® oe 


has geveraika that the Warren Commission did learn 
during mid-May 1964 that Lee Harvey Oswald probably 


had come in contact with DGI officers in Mexico City 
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Prior to*learning of Oswald's probable contact 


‘with DGI officers, James Angleton, Chief of the 
CIA's Counter Intelligence Staff passed an internal 
memorandum to Raymond Rocca, also of the Counter- | 


intelligence Staff, which stated that he had been 


informed by the DDP, Richard Helms, that J. Lee 
Rankin had contacted John McCone to request that 
the Director consant to an interview before the 
Warren Commission on May 14, 1964, (J. Edgar 
Hoover also appeared before the Commission on 
that date prior to McCone's appearance. Warren 


. Vol.= 
Commission Report’ Pe rea) (CIA Doc. FOIA 689-298, 


Memorandum of James Angleton, 5/12/64) Angleton.- 


also wrote: 
ra. etd 


vie I discussed with Mr. Helms the nature of 


the recent information which you are 
processing which originated _with the 


ie sensitivé Western 4 Hemispheré| source. i 


informed him that in your view this would 
raise a number of new factors with the 
Commission, that it should not go to the 
Commission prior to the Director's appear- 
ance unless we have--first had some pre- 
liminary reaction or made sure that the 
Director is fully aware of the implica-~. 
tions since it could well serve as the 
basis for detailed questioning. ‘The DDP 
stated that he would review this care- 

- fully amd made (sic) a decision as to 
the question of timing. (Ibid.)} 
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to in Angleton's memo was A-1. This conclusion is 
based in part upon the date of this memo which 
was quite close in time to A-l's Sceese ton: In 
addition, Rocca's staff prepared prior 


toe DCI McCone's appearance before the Warren 
a"Brief “ 
Commission for Presentation to the Warren Commission 


outlining various positions adopted by the CIA vis a 
vis its investigative efforts and assistance to the 
Commission. (CIA Doc. FOIA 695-302-A, 5/14/64) 

At Tab E of this brief it apaeest 


Within the past week, significant infor- 
Mation has been developed by the CIA re- 
garding the relationship with Oswald of 
certain Cuban intelligence personnel in 
Mexico City and the reaction in Havana 
Within the Cuban Intelligence Service 

to the news of the assassination of 
President Kennedy. The Commission Staff 
is in the course of being briefed on the 
Cuban asspect. (Ibid., Tab E) 


On May 15, 1964, the day of McCone's interview, 


the Warren Commission received its first formal * e 


communication regarding A-l. (CIA Doc FOIA 697-294, 


5/15/64) However, the Agency did not at that time 


identify A-l by his real name or cryptonym nor did 


the Agency indicate that the source of this information 
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was a defector then residing under secure conditions 
in the Washington, D.C. area. (Ibid.) The May 15 | 
communication did . state that the Agency had 
established contact “with a weliepiaced invidivual 
who has been in close and prolonged contact with 
ranking officers of the Cuban Direccion General de 
Intelligencia." (Ibid.) 

Attached to the May 15 communication was a 
copy of Langosch's above referenced memorandum of 
May 5, 1964 regarding knowledge of Oswald's pro- 
bable ‘dontact with ‘the DGI in Mexico City. The 
aevachnsde made no reference to the source's status 
as a defector from the DGI. (Ibid., attachment) 

As set forth in the section of this report. 
concerning Luisa Calderon, on June 18, 1964, Howard 
Willens of the Warren Commission reviewed Langosch's 
May 5 memo and the questions upon which the informa-~ 
tion set forth in the memo was elicited. NeitherMthes ‘e -3 
questions nor the memo shown to Willens made 
reference to the source's status as a defector col- 
laborating with the CIA. (CIA Doc FOIA 739-319, 


6/19/ 64). 
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‘Based upon review of the Langosch memoranda, 
the Committee has determined that significant 


information regarding Luisa Calderon , specifically 
of Nov. 22 Vdetails of her 
her conversation and~association with Cuban Intelligence 


A 


were) withhela from the Warren Commission. This 


| 


information aswieser i hetanaué, was derived from 

However, 
debriefings of A-l. from the Committee’ Ss review 
of the A-l file provided by the CIA, the Committee 
has not found any credible evidence indicating that 
other information provided by A-l to the CIA was 
relevant to the work of the Warren Commission. However, 
in its review the Committee has determined that a 
specific dscenen® -rateréacea in the A-l file is” 


not present in that file. 


The. missing itemis of considerable concern to 


the Committee. It is a debriefing report of A-1 
“ay 
ae entitled "The Oswald Case." (CIA Doc Dispatch{ urcw- | 
ed 
5035, 3/23/65) On March 23, 1965, a CIA dispatch™® e ‘ ° 


records the transmittal of the report, along with 


eleven other A-1l debriefing reports. (Ibid.) Next to 


the listing of the "Oswald Case" debriefing report 


is the handwritten notation "SI." A CIA employee 


who has worked extensively with the Agency files 
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system told a Committee staff member that this 


notation was the symbol for the CIA component 


SR, RAL 


known as Special Intelligence. Other CIA 


representatives believed the notation was a 


Walaa. 


reference to the Counterintelligence component 


CI/SIG. IN a CIA memorandum dated September 27, 


VEER. 


1978, the CIA has adopted the position that 
debriefing Report No. 40 is a duplication of 


the original Langosch memorandum of May 5, 1964 


’ 


concerning AMMUG's knowledge of Lee Harvey ‘ 
Givepte a Sock ) 


Oswald | s possible contact with the Dot. * ererthel@s, 
. Geiss KOS hn net Ce pnsd tt Sot isteame where Dearie Caco t 


aplic Sian of te 1. hance es e eK. 
e Committee has questioned aAchS $ case NN mM erandstm 


officers regarding additional information that A-1l may 
have supplied about Oswald. Joseph Langosch, when 
interviewed by the Committee, stated that he did not C 
have contact with the Warren Commission and does gy I~ og 
not know what information derived from A-l1's de- 


briefings was supplied to the Warren Commission. (HSCA 


Staff Interview of Osco Langosch, 8/21/78; Cite also 


“Gairk =" tS P roe enn = 5 
Interviews OfHildago & Piccolo) \ He also stated that < 
= tre t = z 
he does not “recall that at _A=l-provided any other information a: 
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*The CIA memorandum states in part as follows: 


When CI Staff learned of AMMUG-1's defection 
and considered the possibility that he 
might have some knowledge of the Oswald 
case, CI Staff submitted a list of questions 
to WH (Western Hemisphere) for debriefing 
AMMUG-1...WH desk records reflect that 
AMMUG-1 was debriefed on 4 May 64 regarding 
this questionnaire.../B/ecause the debriefing 
on the Oswald case was handled as a sensitive 
matter, it was dictated directly to a CI 
(Counterintelligence) stenographer on 
5 May 1964. /Note: A-1 was debriefed on 
several subjects on 4 May 64. ‘The procedure 
was to assign each subject discussed a 
debriefing number and they were written 
up in contact report form by the WH case 
es officer. The instructions from CI staff 
were to handle the Oswald case debriefing 
very closely and not to keep any copies in 
ht WH Division/. The “Oswald Case" was 
i logged in the WH notebook log as debriefing 
report number 40, but the report itself 
was dictated by the WH Case Officer directly 
_— to a CI staff stenographer. There would 
yO be no reason to include the number 40 on 
the report of this special debriefing for 
CI staff, since it was their only debriefing 
report. We are certain it is the debriefing 
report (#40) because the date is the same; 
it is the only debriefing report on Oswald nr ee 
listed in AMMUG-1 records; and it it (sic) 
the only AMMUG-1 debriefing report in 
Oswald's 201 file. 


SES 0 tem. ERE 


wy ENG sh 


ete 


(CIA Doc., Memorandum for the Record, Regarding 
AMMUG-1 Debriefing Report on the Oswald 
Case, 27 September, 1978, p. 1) 
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set forth in the. Memoranda of May 5, 7, and 8 


on Oswald's contact with the DGI except for that. | : 
as discussed herein. (Ibid.) 


In S aaa effort to y mes thé’ substance 
a4 
of information that A-1 provided tio” the cry’ 


+ 


wo 


the C ee attempted 
ff ra a) 
The CEA has” ax hi a ie to 


a. 


a 


Yocate wi fose gasensfoaiasionhts with 


Sha ey 


the Agency is uous? but has been unable) 


* Thé CIA's 


ff 
inability to locate’ a-1 hag ae a source of 
Ly f 


i 


to determine his present ior Saati a 


A 


act 


concern to’ this, /Committee, particularly in 
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the CIA about’ Oswald. Hewewer, @with 


the exception of the Calderon episode and on the "8 « ‘ 
basis of the CIA's written reocrd, it appears that 


the CIA provided the Warren Commission with all A-1l . 


information of investigative significance. 


A separate question remains, however. The 
Agency, as noted earlier, did not reveal to the 


Warren Commission that A-l was present in the 
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*An April 1978 CIA communication to the FBI regarding 
A-l states in pertinent part: 


Since 1971 (A-1) has not been involved ‘ 
t in any CIA:.operation in Miami or elsewhere. 
® od (eesceh Narria ts the alias of a CIA ; 
\.representativebwho periodically debriefs : ? 

(A~1) on personalities and methods of the 
DGI.] There is no other CIA involvement with ,_ | 

® cf€ Rodriguez. (CIA Doc. 0868602;-CEA 202417, 4/7 2 

ae WVol..4,-A-1 File 20.449651)~ : 


However, a CIA handwritten index card concerning 


the Agency status of A-1l states: 


(A-1)[is still an active contact} not 
receiving any salary, but could”be paid if 

and when used in an operation. No problems 
here. [spon will keep his contract in an 
active folder.] (CIA Doc., Handwritten Note, _ 
45 April 1977, contained in Vol. 4 of A-1 file 
201-749651) 


Informed “Calvia" on 15 April 1977 that ~ : 
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conditions, accessible to the Commission. Giving 
due consideration to the CIA's serious acacne 
for protecting its sources, the fact that A-l's 
status was not disclosed prevented the Warren 
Commission from exezcising a possible option, 
i.e. to take the sworn tae eemOny of A-l as it 
‘concerned Oswald and the Kennedy assassination. 
On this issue, as- the written record tends to 
show, the Agency unilaterally rejected the possibility 
of exercising this option. - 

‘In light of the establishment of A-l's 
hona fides, . | an , his 
proven reliability and his depth of knowledge of 
Cuban intelligence activities, this option might 


well have been considered by the Warren Commission. 
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The AMLASH Operation Cte be ine cy esc) 
During 1967, the CIA's Inspector General 
‘issued a report which examined CIA supported 


assassination plots. Included in this report 


was discussion of the CIA-Mafia plots and an 
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Agency project referred to as the AMLASH 


operation (CIA Inspector Genera 


pp. 1-74, 78-112). The AMLASH operation involved 


a high level Cuban official (as 


cryptonyn AMLASH/1) who, during 


with a CIA representative expressed the desire to 


assassinate Fidel Castro (Ibid. 


result of AMLASH's expressed objective and the 
CIA's desire to aang a viable political. wiicenatiye 


to the CaSEre regime, the Agency. Subsequently 


provided AMLASH with both moral 


support designed to depose Fide 


pp. aoa ae The AMLASH operation was terminated 


by the CIA in 1965 as the result of security leaks. 


(Ibid. pp. 104-106) During 196 


conspirators were brought to trial in Cuba for plotting 
against Castro. AMLASH was sentenced to death, but 


at Castro's request the sentence was reduced to 


twenty-five years imprisonment. 
. In its examination of the 
the 1967 IGR concluded that the 


direct and indirect support fer 
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(Ibid.. pp. 107-110). 


AMLASH operation 


CIA had offered both 


AMLASH's plotting (Ibid. p. 8 
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The most striking example of the CIA's direct 

eftee of support to AMLASH reported by the 

1967 IGR states "it is likely that at the very 
moment President Kennedy was aise a CIA officer 

was mAsting with a Cuban agent in Paris and giving 
him an assassination device for use against CASTRO." 
(Ibid.) 

The 1967 IGR offered no firm evidence confirming 
or refuting Gaserdts knowledge o£ the AMLASH operation 
prior to the assassination of President Kennedy -~The 
1967 IGR did note ese in 1965 when AMLASH was ~~ : 


ras 


aN , 7 
tried in*Havana;press reports of Cuban knowledge 


of AMLASH's association with the CIA weredated from 


November 1964, approximately one year after President 
Kennedy's assassination. (Teid. pi (141). 

The Church Committee in Book V of its Final 
Report examined the AMLASH operation in great detail. 
(SSC, Book.V, pp. 2-7, 67-69) The Church Committe ¢ 
concluded: 

The AMLASH plot was more eelevant to the 

Warren Commision work than the early CIA 


assassination piots with the underworld. 


Unilke those earlier plots, the AMLASH 
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operation was in progress at the time 


of the assassination; unlike the earlier 


plots, the AMLASH operation could 

Clearly be traced to the CIA; and 

unlike the earlier plots, the CIA had 
endorsed AMLASH's proposal for a coup, 
the first step to him being Gaateats | 
assassination, despite Castro's threat 

to retaliate for such plotting. No one 
directly involved in either investigation 
(i.e. the CIA and the FBI) was told of ~ 
the AMLASH operation. No one investi- 


gated a connection between the AMLASH 


Operation and President Kennedy's 


"-assassination. Although Oswald had been 


in contact with pro-Castro and anti- 
Castro groups for many months before the 
assassination, the CIA did not conduct vs 


a thorough investigation of questions 


of Cuban government or Cuban exile 


involvement in the assassination. (Ibid. p. 5).- 
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Cat we? - 


In 1977, the CIA issued a. ea aes 
General's Report concerning he subject of CIA 


sponsored assassination plots. This Report, in 


iB wae 


large part, was intended as a ‘Febuttal of the 


iM 


Church Committee! s findings. The 1977 eR states: 
The Report (of the Church Committee) 
assigns it (the AMLASH operation) | 
Characteristics that it did not have 
during the period preceding the assassina- 
tion of JFK in order to support the SSC 


. View that it should have been reported 


Ei 
ee BE 
fo 


to the Warren Commission. ‘(1977 IGR Pp 2) 
The 1977 IGR ‘concluded that prior to the 
assassination of peaaraeat Kennedy, the AMLASH 


pbatakicn was not an assassination plot. 


Nevertheless, the 1977 IGR aid gee _ 


to re orce “the 
oes 

rts hadAt taken’ a broader view PR » ¢ 

Z. a ik av e of 

Z4 i i i The“CIA, oO, cowld. 


specific terms* 
neral térms-- 
let or Cuban 


involvément jn the ssassination 
because ofthe ‘tensions of “the time. 
It is not ‘enough’ to be able to point 
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to erroneous; critj aoe tae today. 
The Agency ae Bay taken brodder 
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Richard Helms, as the highest level CIA 


employee in contact wie the Warren Commission on 
a regular basis, testified to the Rockefeller 
Commission that he did not believe the AMLASH 
operation was relevant to the investigation of 


President Kennedy's death. (Rockefeller Commission, 


In addition, Mr. Helms testified before this 


Committee that the AMLASH operation was not designed 


to be an assassination plot (Exec. Sess. Test. of 


SR. 


Richard Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 26-27). 


A contrasting view to the testimony of Mr. 


Helms was offered by Joseph Langosch who in 1963 RM > : 

was the Chief of Counterintelligence for the CIA's Special, 
Affai 

Special Affairs Staff was the CIA component Sta Sf 


responsible for CIA operations directed against 
the Government of Cuba and the Cuban Intelligence 


i 
om 
Services (HSCA elses, Affidavit of Joseph Langosch, 7 
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Sept. 14, 1978, p. 1) The Special Affairs Staff 

was headed by Desmond FitzGerald and was responsible 

for the AMLASH operation (SSC, Book V, pp.. 3, 8, 79) 
Langosch, as the Chief of Counterintelligence 

for the Special Affairs Stafe, was responsible for 

safeguarding SAS against penetration by foreign 

intelligence services, particularly the Cuban 

Intelligence Services (HSCA Classified Affidavit 

of Joseph Langosch, 9/14/78, p. 3). It was 

Langosch's recollection that: 

...the AMLASH operation prior to the 
assassination of President Kennedy was 
characterized by the Special Affairs 
staff, Desmond Fitzgerald (sic) and other 
senior CIA officers as an assassination 
operation initiated and sponsored by the 


; CIA. (Ibid., p. 4) 


Langosch further recollected that as of 1962 


it was highly possible that the Cuban Intelligence gy oo Te 


Services were aware of AMLASH and his association 
with the CIA and that the information upon which 
he based his conclusion that the AMLASH 
Operation was insecure was available to senior level CIA 
Seep ss atocw#) 
officials, including Desmond FitzGerald. (Ibid., p. 4) 
However, the issue before this Committee is 
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*In response to Langosch's sworn statements, this 

Committee has received from the CIA an affidavit 

executed by Kent L. Pollock (CIA pseudonym) who "served 

as Executive Officer for Desmond FitzGerald during the 
entire period in which he was Chief of the Special Affairs 
Staff...and discussed with him the AMLASH operation as it 
progressed." (CIA Doc., Affidavit of Kent L. Pollock, 
executed Oct. 5, 1978, p. 1) Mr. Pollock specifically 
contested Langosch's assertion that the AMLASH operation 
was characterized by the Special Affairs Staff, Desmond 
FitzGerald, and other senior level CIA officials as an 
assassination operation. In pertinent part, Pollock 2 
drew the following conclusions: 


To the best of my knowledge, Mr. FitzGerald 
considered the AMLASH operation to be a political 
action activity with the objective of organizing 
a group within Cuba to overthrow Castro and the 
Castro regime by means of a coup d'etat. I heard 
Mr. FitzGerald discuss the AMLASH operation 
frequently, and never heard him characterize it as 
an "assassiahtion operation.” Mr. FitzGerald 
stated within my hearing on several occasions 

his awareness that coup d'etat often involves 
loss of life. ({Ibid., par. 3, p. 2) 


He also stated: 


Desmond FitzGerald did not characterize the AMLASH 
operation as an "assassidntion operation"; the 7 
case officer did not; I, as Executive Officer, never 
discussed any aspect of the AMLASH operation with 
Joseph H. Langosch; the Deputy Chief, the other 
branch chiefs and the special assistants could not 
have so characterized it since they did not know 
about the pen (the pen was specially fitted with a 
hypodermic syringe in response to urgings by AMLASH 
for a means to start the coup by killing Castro. 
The case officer offered the pen to AMLASH on the day 
of President Kennedy's death. AMLASH rejected the 
pen with disdain. /Ibid., par. 4, Dd. 2/), (Ibid., 
par. 6, p. 3) a 
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could have happened back in 1964. 

I think there would have been a 

much better chance of getting to 

the heart of it. It might have 

only revealed that we are involved 

in it and who approved it and all 

that. But I think that would 

‘ have at least come out. (HSCA Class. 

Depo. of J. Lee Rankin, 8/17/78, p.91) 

The Committee is in agreement with Mr. Rankin 
that had the AMLASH operation been disclosed to 
the Warren Commission, the Commission might have 
been able to foreclose the speculation and conjecture 
that has surrounded the AMLASH operation during 
the past decade. As history now. records, the AMLASH 
operation remains a footnote to the turbulent 


relations between Castro's Cuba and the United States. 
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